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Town Board Minutes 
May 6,2002 

Meeting No. \6 

A joint meeting of the Town Board and the Planning Board of the Town of 

Lancaster, New York, was held at the Lancaster Town Hall, 21 Central Avenue, Lancaster, 

New York on the 6* day of May 2002, at 6:30 PM and there were 

PRESENT- ROBERT GIZA, SUPERVISOR 

MARK MONTOUR, COUNCIL MEMBER 

RONALD RUFFINO. COUNCIL MEMBER 

DONNA STEMPNIAK, COUNCIL MEMBER 

RICHARD ZARBO. COUNCIL MEMBER* 

REBECCA ANDERSON, PLANNING BOARD MEMBER 

JOHN GOBER, PLANNING BOARD MEMBER 

STANLEY KEYSA, PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN 

LAWRENCE KORZENtEWSKI, PLANNING BOARD MEMBER 

MICHAEL MYSZKA. PLANNING BOARD MEMBER 

MELVIN SZYMANSKJ, PLANNING BOARD MEMBER 

ABSENT: STEVEN SOCHA, PLANNING BOARD MEMBER 

ALSO PRESENT: JOHANNA COLEMAN, TOWN CLERK 

RICHARD SHERWOOD, TOWN ATTORNEY 

ROBERT LABENSKI, TOWN ENGINEER 

* Arrived at 6:45 P.M. but did not participate. 

PURPOSE OF MEETING: 

This joint meeting of the Town Board and Planning Board of the Town of 

Lancaster was held for the purpose of acting as a Municipal Review Committee for the purpose 

of four (4) actions. 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SEQR REVIEW OF THE 

GARDEN PLACE HOTEL SITE PLAN 

The Municipal Review Committee proceeded with the short Environmental 

Assessment Form on the Garden Place Hotel site plan matter with an item for item review and 

discussion of the project impact and magnitude as outlined on the Short Environmental 

Assessment Form, entitled "Part U Environmental Assessment", which was provided to each 

member. 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER 
WHO MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

RESOLVED, that the following Negative Declaration be adopted, 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

GARDEN PLACE HOTEL 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the Town of Lancaster, acting as the 

designated lead agency under the Stute Environmental Quality Review Act, has reviewed the 

following described proposed action, which is an unlisted action, through its designated 

Municipal Review Committee, and that committee having found no significant environmental 

impact relative to the criteria found in 6NYCRR. Part 617,7. the lead agency now issues a 

Negative Declaration for the purposes of Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law in 

accordance with 617.12, 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF LEAD AGENCY 

Town of Lancaster 
21 Central Avenue 
Lancaster, New York 14086 
Richard J. Sherwood, Town Attorney 
716-684-3342 

NATURE, EXTENT AND LOCATION OF ACTION: 

The proposed development is of a parcel involving approximately 2.82 acres. 

The location of the premises being reviewed is situate at 6615 Transit Road, Lancaster, New 
York, County of Erie. 

Page-333-



REASONS SUPPORTING DETERMINATION 

The lead agency, the Town of Lancaster, through the review of the Municipal Review 
Committee, which is made up of at least three (3) members of the Town Board of the Town of 
Lancaster together with at least three (3) members of the Planning Board of the Town of 
Lancaster, has found, in their item for item completion of the Short Environmental Assessment 
Form on this proposed action as follows: 

A. The action does not exceed any type 1 threshold in 6 NYCRR, Part 617.4. 

B. The action will receive coordinated review as provided for unlisted actions in 6 NYCRR, 

Part 617.6. 

C. The proposed action will not result in any adverse effects associated with the following: 

(except as noted) 

C.l Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing 

traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal, potential for erosion, drainage or 

flooding problems. 

No significant adverse effects noted 

C.2 Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or 

community or neighborhood character. 

No significant adverse effects noted 

C.3 Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife species significant habitats, or threatened 

or endangered species. 

No significant adverse effects noted 

C.I A community's existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or 

intensity of use of land or other natural resources. 

No significant adverse effects noted 

C.5 Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the 

proposed action. 

No significant adverse effects noted 

C.6 Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified in CI-C5, 

No significant adverse effects noted 

C.7 Other impacts (including changes in use of cither quantity or type of energy). 

No significant adverse effects noted 

It is noted that the letter on file from the Department of Environmental Conservation, 
dated April 18,2002, indicates that the expansion of the parking lot does not encroach 
upon the one hundred (100) foot wetland buffer. 

D. The project will have no impact on the environmental characteristics thai caused the 
establishment of a CEA. 
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E. There is not, nor is there likely to be, controversy related to potential adverse 
environmental impacts. 

s/s 
Robert M. Giza, Supervisor 

SEAL Town of Lancaster 

May 6.2002 

and, 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor of the Town of Lancaster be and is hereby 

authorized to execute a "Negative Declaration" Notice of Determination of Non>Significancc in 

this matter, and 

BEIT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Town Attorney's Office prepare and file a "Negative 

Declaration" Notice of Determination of Non-Significance in this matter with the petitioner and 

with all required New York State and Erie County agencies, filing a copy of the letter of 

transmittal and "Negative Declaration** with the 1 own Clerk. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing Notice of Determination was duly 

put to a voice vote which resulted as follows: 

SUPERVISOR OIZA 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER KORZEN1EWSKI 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKI 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

WAS ABSENT 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

WAS ABSENT 

VOTED YES 

The Notice of Determination was thereupon adopted. 

May 6,2002 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SEQR REVIEW OF THE 

ELECTROSYNTHESIS SITE PLAN 

The Municipal Review Committee proceeded with the Long Environmental 

Assessment Form on the Electrosynthesis site plan matter with an item for item review and 

discussion of the project impact and magnitude as outlined on the Long Environmental 

Assessment Form entitled "Part 2 Project Impacts and Their Magnitude" which was provided 

to each member. 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA 
WHO MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
PLANNING BOARD MEMBER KEYSA, TO WIT: 

RESOLVED, that the following Negative Declaration he adopted: 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 
ELECTROSYNTHESIS 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the Town of Lancaster, acting as the 

designated lead agency under the State Environmental Quality Review Act, has reviewed the 

following described proposed action, which is a Type 1 action, through its designated 

Municipal Review Committee, and that committee having found no significant environmental 

impact relative to the criteria found in 6NYCRR, Part 6J7,7. the lead agency now issues a 

Negative Declaration for the purposes of Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation I ..aw in 

accordance with 617.12. 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF LEAD AGENCY 

Town of Lancaster 
21 Central Avenue 
Lancaster, New York 14086 
Richard J. Sherwood, Town Attorney 
716-684-3342 

NATURE, EXTENT AND LOCATION OF ACTION: 

The proposed development is of a parcel involving approximately 4.045 acres. 

The location of the premises being reviewed is situated at 72 Ward Road, Lancaster, New 
York, County of Erie. 

Page-336-



REASONS SUPPORTING DETERMINATION 

The lead agency, the Town of Lancaster, through the review of the Municipal Review 
Committee, which is made up of at least three (3) members of the Town Board of the Town of 
Lancaster together with at least three (3) members of the Planning Board of the Town of 
Lancaster, has found the proposed action impacts to be as follows: 

1, The proposed action will not result in a physical change to the project site. 

2, The proposed action will not effect any unique or unusual land forms found on the 

site. 

3, The proposed action will not affect any water body designated as protected 

4, The proposed action will not affect any non-protected existing or new body of 

water. 

5, The proposed action will not affect surface or ground water quality or quantity. 

It is noted that a State Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) 

General Permit for Discharge from Construction Activities is not required; 

however, best management practices are required. 

0. The proposed action will not alter drainage flow patterns or surface water runoff. 

7. The proposed action will not affect air quality. 

8. The proposed action will not affect any threatened or endangered species 

9. The proposed action will not substantially affect non-threatened or non-

endangcreU species. 

10. The proposed action will not affect agricultural land resources. 

11. The proposed action will not affect aesthetic resources. 

12. The proposed action will not impact any site or structure of historic, pre-historic or 

palcontological importance. 

13. The proposed action will not affect the quantity or quality of existing or future 

open spaces or recreational opportunities. 

14. The proposed action will not impact the exceptional or unique characteristics of a 

critical environmental area (CEA) established pursuant to subdivision 

6NYCRR617.14(g). 
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15. The proposed action will not affect existing transportation systems. 

16. The proposed action will not affect the community's sources of fuel or energy 

supply. 

17 There will not be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result of this 

proposed action. 

18. The proposed action will not affect public health and safety. 

19. The proposed action will not affect the character of the existing community. 

20. There is not, nor is there likely to be, public controversy related to potential 

adverse environmental impacts. 

. s/s 

SEAL Robert H, Giza, Supervisor 

Town of Lancaster 

May 6,2002 

and, 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor of the Town of Lancaster he and is hereby 

authorized to execute a "Negative Declaration" Notice of Determination of Non-Significance in 

this matter, and 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Town Attorney's Office prepare and file a "Negative 

Declaration" Notice of Determination of Non-Significance in this mailer with ihe petitioner and 

with all required New York State and Erie County agencies, filing a copy of the letter of 

transmittal and "Negative Declaration" with ihe Town Clerk. 
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The question of the adoption of the foregoing Notice of Determination was 

put to a voice vote which resulted as follows: 

SUPERVISOR GIZA 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER KORZENIEWSK1 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA 

PUNNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKI 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

WAS ABSENT 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

WAS ABSENT 

VOTED YES 

The Notice of Determination was thereupon adopted. 

May 6,2002 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SEQR REVIEW OF THE 

SBA PROPERTIES, INC, SITE PLAN 

The Municipal Review Committee proceeded with the Long Environmental 

Assessment Form on the SBA Properties, Inc. site plan matter with an item for item review and 

discussion of the project impact and magnitude as outlined on the Long Environmental 

Assessment Form entitled "Part 2 Project Impacts and Their Magnitude" which was provided 

to each member. 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUHON WAS OFFERED BY 
PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKI WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY PLANNING 
BOARD MEMBER KORZENIEWSKT, TO WIT: 

RESOLVED, that the following Negative Declaration be adopted: 

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION 

SBA PROPERTIES, INC. SITE PLAN 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the Town of Lancaster, acting as the 

designated lead agency under the State Environmental Quality Review Act, has reviewed the 

following described proposed action, which is an unlisted action, through its designated 

Municipal Review Committee, and that committee having found no significant environmental 

impact relative to the criteria found in 6NYCRR, Part 617,7, the lead agency now issues a 

Negative Declaration for the purposes of Article 8 of the Environmental Conservation Law in 

accordance with 617.12. 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF LEAD AGENCY 

Town of Lancaster 
21 Central Avenue 
Lancaster, New York 14086 
Richard J. Sherwood, Town Attorney 
716-684-3342 

NATURE, EXTENT AND LOCATION OF ACTION: 

The proposed development is of a parcel involving approximately 0.41+ acres. 

The location of the premises being reviewed is 69 Cemetery Road, Lancaster, New York, 
County of Erie. 
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REASONS SUPPORTING DETERMINATION 

The lead agency, the Town of Lancaster, through the review of the Municipal Review 
Committee, which is made up of at least three (3) members of the Town Board of the Town of 
Lancaster together with at least three (3) members of the Planning Board of the Town of 
Lancaster, has found the proposed action impacts to be as follows: 

1. The proposed action wilt not result in a physical change to the project site. 

2. The proposed action will not effect any unique or unusual land forms found on the 

site. 

3. The proposed action will not affect any water body designated as protected. 

4. The proposed action will not affect any non-protected existing or new body of 

water. 

5. The proposed action wilt not affect surface or ground water quality or quantity. 

It is noted that u State Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) 

General Permit for Discharge from Construction Activities is not required; 

however, best management practices are required. 

6. The proposed action will not alter drainage (low patterns or surface water runoff. 

7. The proposed action will not affect air quality. 

8. The proposed action will not affect any threatened or endangered species. 

9. The proposed action will not substantially affect non-threatened or non-

endangered species. 

10. The proposed action will not affect agricultural land resources. 

11. Since the proposed action will be in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use, 

it will have a small to moderate impact on aesthetic resources. 

12. The proposed action will not impact any site or structure of historic, pre-historic or 

paleonlological importance. 

13. The proposed action will not affect the quantity or quality of existing or future 

open spaces or recreational opportunities. 
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14. The proposed action will not impact the exceptional or unique characteristics of a 

critical environmental area (CEA) established pursuant to subdivision 

6NYCRR6I7.l4(g). 

15. The proposed action will not affect existing transportation systems. 

16. The proposed action will not affect the community's sources of fuel or energy 

supply. 

17. There will not be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result of this 

proposed action. 

18. The proposed action will not affect public health and safety. 

10. The proposed action will not affect the character of the existing community. 

20. There is not, nor is there likely to be, public controversy related to potential 

adverse environmental impacts. 

s/s. 

SEAL Robert H. Gi/.a. Supervisor 

Town of Lancaster 

May 6.2002 

and, 

BEIT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor of the Town of Lancaster bo and is hereby 

authorized to execute a "Negative Declaration" Notice of Determination of Non-Significance in 

this matter, and 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Town Attorney's Office prepare and file a "Negative 

Declaration" Notice of Determination of Non-Significance in this matter with the petitioner and 

with all required New York State and Erie County agencies, filing a copy of the letter of 

transmittal and "Negative Declaration" with the Town Clerk. 
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The question of the adoption of the foregoing Notice of Determination was duly 

put to a voice vote which resulted as follows: 

SUPERVISOR OIZA 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFING 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNTAK 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON 

PUNNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER 

PUNNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA 

PUNNING BOARD MEMBER KORZENffiWSKI 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA 

PUNNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKi 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED* 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

WAS ABSENT 

VOTED YES 

•Present but did not participate. 

The Notice of Determination was thereupon adopted. 

May 6,2002 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SEQR REVIEW OF THE 
NORTH FOREST DEVELOPMENT (WEIIRLE COMMONS) 

REZONE PETITION 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF LEAD AGENCY 

Town of Lancaster 
21 Central Avenue 
Lancaster, New York 14086 
Richard J. Sherwood, Town Attorney 
716-684-3342 

NATURE, EXTENT AND LOCATION OF ACTION: 

The proposed development is of a parcel involving approximately IS. 17 acres, 

The location of the premises being reviewed is 2801 Wchrle Drive. 

The Municipal Review Committee proceeded with Part 3 entitled "Evaluation of 

the importance of Impacts" on the North Forest Development (Wchrle Commons) rezone 

matter with a review and discussion of the three potentially large impacts as identified in the 

Long Environmental Assessment Form cntittcd "Part 2 Project Impacts and Their Magnitude" 

and dated February 4,2002. 

THE FOLLOWING MOTION WAS OFFERED BY PLANNING 
BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA, WHO MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

To reopen the Municipal Review Committee's original determination in 

order to analyze in greater detail the project sponsor's responses to the potentially large 

impacts identified on February 4,2002. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing motion was duly put to a 

voice vote which resulted as follows: 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED * 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER KORZEN1EWSK1 VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA WAS ABSENT 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKl VOTED YES 

* Present but did not participate. 

The Motion to reopen the Environmental Assessment was thereupon adopted. 
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THE FOLLOWING MOTION WAS OFFERED BY PLANNING 
BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA, WHO MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

To accept the project sponsor's responses as adequate mitigation of the previously identified 
"potentially large" impacts. Specifically: 

• to alter the finding from "potentially large" to "small to moderate" with 
respect to Discharge Wetlands. 

• to alter the finding from "potentially large" to "small to moderate" with 
respect to Archaeology. As a part of this finding it is to be noted that the 
developer has proposed that there will be no disturbance to an area at the 
southwest comer of the property measuring 120 ft. by 130 ft. which is 
adjacent to the "Gipple Cabin". 

• to alter the finding from "potentially large" to "small to moderate" wan 
respect to Traffic. 

tt is noted that the project proponent has suggested mitigation, which the Municipal Review 
Committee is considering to be a part of the plan, and that the Municipal Review Committee's 
determination is based upon the fact that these mitigations have been proposed and will be 
implemented by the proponent. The proponent further agrees that prior to any disturbance of 
the southwest corner identified above that an archaeological study will be submitted to the 
Planning Board for review and recommendation to the Town Board. 

tt is further noted that the Archaeological Plan be presented to the Planning Board for review 
and recommendation prior to the issuance of any building permits and prior to Town Board 
approval. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing motion was duty put to a voice 

vote which resulted as follows: 

SUPERVISOR GIZA 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFF1NO 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA 

PLANNING BOARD'MEMBER KORZENIEWSKl 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZK A 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSK1 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED* 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

VOTED YES 

WAS ABSENT 

VOTED YES 

* Present but did not participate. 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER, TO WIT: 

RKSOLVED, that the previously adopted Positive Declaration be amended to a Negative 

Declaration based upon the representations made by the project sponsor through a 

communication from his attorney, Jeffrey D. Palumbo, Esq., dated April 1,2002. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing motion was duly put to a voice 

vote which resulted as follows: 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED * 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER KORZEN1EWSKI VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER MYSZKA VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA WAS ABSENT 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKl VOTED YES 

* Present but did not participate. 

s/s_ 

SEAL Robert H. Gtza, Supervisor 

Town of Lancaster 

May 6,2002 
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ADJOURNMENT: 

ON MOTION OF COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK AND SECONDED 

BY COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO FOR ADJOURNMENT OF THE MEETING, on voice 

vote, which resulted as follows; 

SUPERVISOR OIZA VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED* 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER ANDERSON VOTED YES 

PUNNING BOARD MEMBER DE CARLO VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER GOBER VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN KEYSA VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER KORZBNIEWSKI VOTED YES 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SOCHA WAS ABSENT 

PLANNING BOARD MEMBER SZYMANSKI VOTED YES 

•Present but did not participate. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:18 P,M 

Signed 
Johanna M. Coleman, Town Clerk 
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Town Board Minutes 

May 6.2002 

Meeting No. 17 

A Regular Meeting of the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster, Eric County, New 

York, was held at the Town Hall at 21 Central Avenue. Lancaster, New York on the 6* day of 

May 2002 at 8:00 P.M. and there were 

PRESENT: MARK MONTOUR, COUNCIL MEMBER 

RONALD RUFFINO, COUNCIL MEMBER 

DONNA STEMPNIAK. COUNCIL MEMBER 

RICHARD ZARBO, COUNCIL MEMBER 

ROBERT GIZA, SUPERVISOR 

ABSENTS NONE 

ALSO PRESENT: JOHANNA COLEMAN, TOWN CLERK 

ROBERT LABENSKI, TOWN ENGINEER 

RICHARD SHERWOOD, TOWN ATTORNEY 

LEONARD CAMPISANO, ASSISTANT BUILDING INSPECTOR 

THOMAS FOWLER. CHIEF OF POLICE 

CI IRISTINE FUSCO, ASSESSOR 

TERRENCE McCRACKEN, GENERAL CREW CHIEF 

MARY ANN PERRELLO, DEPUTY TOWN CLERK 

PERSONS ADDRESSING TOWN BOARD. 

Bcutler, Daniel, 26 Tyler Street, spoke to the Town Board on the following matter: 

• Questions about appointments to Recreation Department summer programs 
and the pay scale differential. 

L'howanlec, Lee, 93 Northwood Drive, spoke to the Town Board on the following matter: 

• Comments about site plan approval for Gateway Center at Transit Road & 
William Street; feels that it is premature. 

Hummer, Fred, 240 Ransom Road, spoke to the Town Board on the following matters: 

• Questioned the location of proposed Tim Horton's Coffee Shop. 
• Comments about project at Transit Road & William Street. 

Kubicki, Gloria, 15 Maple Drive, spoke to the Town Board on the following matters: 

• Inquired about Public Improvement Permits for Summerficld Farms 
Subdivision. 

• Comments about Lease Management Agreement for Erie County Water 
Authority. 
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Schncggcnburgcr, Roy, 87 Stony Road, spoke to the Town Board on the following matters: 

• Comments about Earth Day 
• Commented about difficulty with FOIL requests in a certain department 

and requested removal of title of Records Access Officer for the department 
head. 

Browne, Sean, 11 Traceway. spoke to the Town Board on the following matter: 

• Expressed concerns regarding fence being constructed at 4 Trentwood 
Trail. 

Masterson, Sean, 2 Trentwood Trail, spoke to the Town Board on the following matter: 

• Expressed concerns regarding fence being constructed at 4 Trentwood 
Trail. 
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PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULED FOR 8:30 P.M.: 

At 8:30 P.M., the Town Board held a Public Hearing to hear all interested 

persons upon a proposed amendment to the Zoning Map of the Town of Lancaster as petitioned 

by David Snell/Carstar for a rezonc from CMS with collision repair restrictions to CMS with 

collision restrictions removed on premises located at 6705 Transit Road. 

The affidavits of publication of this Public Hearing are on file and a copy of the 

Legal Notice has been posted. 

NAME ADDRESS 

Sean Hopkins, Attorney Representing Scars 

David Sncll, petitioner 

Greg De Bartola, Attorney for CARSTAR 

Gloria Kubicki 

Henry Gull 

Jim Brett 

Proponent/ 
Opponent/ 
Comments/Questions 

Proponent 

Proponent 
There will be no storage of 
damaged vehicles outdoors 
& no gas sales. Hazardous 
materials will be recycled 
Metals to be hauled away 
once per month. EPA 
regulations will be followed. 
Proponent 

15 Maple Drive Questions 

710 Pavement Road Comments 

659 Harris Hill Road Questions 

ON MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, AND 

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR. FOR ADJOURNMENT OF THE 

PUBLIC HEARING, on roll, which resulted as follows; 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR G1ZA VOTED YES 

The Public Hearing was adjourned at 9:00 P.M. 

The Supervisor informed those present that the Town Board would 
reserve decision on this matter. 

May 6,2002 
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PUBUC HEARING SCHEDULED FOR 8:45 P.M.: 

At 9:00 P.M., the Town Board held a Public Hearing to hear all interested 

persons upon a proposed application for a Special Use Permit by SBA Properties. Inc. for 

construction of a ISO' self-supporting tower and associated telecommunication building and 

equipment to be situated on property located at 69 Cemetery Road. 

The affidavits of publication of this Public Hearing arc on file and a copy of the 

Legal Notice has been posted. 

NAME ADDRESS 
Proponent/ 
Opponent/ 
Comments/Questions 

Jeffrey Szerzer, Attorney for SBA Properties, Inc (petitioner) 

Laurie Krackus, Attorney, Nixon, Pcabody Law Firm 

Proponent 

Comments 
Requests petitioner to 
consider co-loc;ning on 
Crown Tower, one mile 
north. 

ON MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, AND 

SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO, FOR ADJOURNMENT OFTHE PUBUC 

HEARING, on roll, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

The Publie Hearing was adjourned at 9:11 P.M. 

The Town Board, later in the meeting, adopted u resolution, hereinafter 

spread ut length in these minutes, taking favorable action upon this matter. 

May 6,2002 
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PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULED FOR 9:10 P.M.: 

At 9:1 i P.M., the Town Board held a Public Hearing to hear all interested 

persons upon a proposed amendment to the Vehicle & Traffic Ordinance of the Town of 

Lancaster for stop intersections at Stony Brook Drive and Westbury Lane. 

The afTidavits of publication of this Public Hearing arc on file and a copy of the 

Public Notice has been posted. 

Proponent/ 
NAME ADDRESS Opponent/ 

Comments/Questions 

None 

ON MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, AND SECONDED 

BY COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO. FOR ADJOURNMENT OF THE PUBLIC HEARING, on 

roll, which resulted us follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFF1NO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPN1AK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

The Public Hearing was adjourned at 9:12 P.M. 

The Town Board, later in the meeting, adopted a resolution, hereinafter 

spread at length in these minutes, taking favorable action upon this matter. 

May 6, 2()02 
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PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULED FOR 9:20 P.M.: 

At 9:22 P.M., the Town Board held a Public Hearing to hear all interested 

persons upon the application of William Dynas for a Special Use Permit for a Home 

Occupation (dental lab) on premises located at 296 Westwood Road. 

The affidavits of publication of this Public Hearing are on file and a copy of the 

Legal Notice has been posted. 

Proponent/ 
NAME ADDRESS Opponent/ 

Comments/Questions 

William Dynas 296 Westwood Road Proponent 
Stated that the hours of 
operation will be 8-5 P.M. 
with only he & his wife as 
sole operators. No 
deliveries, as they pick up 
materials. Some propane or 
natural gas will be used. 
Garage will be converted to 
a lab. 

ON MOTION BY COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO, AND SECONDED BY 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO. FOR ADJOURNMENT OF THE PUBLIC HEARING, on 

roll, which resulted as follows*. 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

The Public Hearing was adjourned at 9:28 P.M. 

The Town Board, later in the meeting, adopted a resolution, hereinafter 

spread ut length in these minutes, taking favorable action upon this matter. 

May 6,2002 
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PRESENTATION OF PREFILED RESOLUTIONS BY COUNCIL MEMBERS; 

THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION. SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

RESOLVED, that the minutes from the Joint Meeting of the Planning Board and 

the Town Board held April 15,2002 and the Regular Meeting of the Town Board held on April IS, 

2002 be and arc hereby approved. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll cull which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPN1AK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED NO 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6.2002 

File: RMIN (P2) 
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ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, Marrano/Marc Equity Corporation, 2730 Transit Road, West 

Seneca, New York, has applied to the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster for permits to 

construct Public Improvements upon real property in the Town of Lancaster within Summerfield 

Farms Subdivision, Phase tl(A), and 

WHEREAS, the Town Engineer of the Town of Lancaster has certified 

on the following permit applications that he has reviewed the improvement plans and permit 

applications for the installation of the public improvements requested, and that they conform to the 

Ordinances of the Town of Lancaster, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that Public Improvement Permit Applications Nos.552,553 an 

554 of Marrano/Marc Equity Corporation, 2730 Transit Road, West Seneca, New York, for the 

installation of: 

P.I.P. No. 552 
(Storm Scwcr) 

P.I.P. No. 553 
(Water Line) 

P.I.P. No. 554 
(Pavement & Curbs) 

At Summer-field Farms, Phase 11(A); construct 452 
LFof 15" HDPE, 149 LFof 12" HOPE, I49± LFof 
12" RCP, 4 storm manholes, 6 road receivers, 100+ LI' 
of 24" yard drainage, 922± LF 8" PVC and 332 LF of 
6M PVC, 4 light duty receivers, 8 back yard receivers 
and 800± LF of drainage swales. 

At Summerfield Farms, Phase U(A); Install 720 LF of 
10M PVC, 50± LF of 10" D.I, 490 LF of 8" PVC, 2-10 
line valves, 1-8" line valve and 3 hydrants. 

At Sumrncrftcld Farms, Phase U(A), construct 
2,413± LF*of 6M upright curb, 176± LF of island curb 
and 4,227± LF of pavement. 

be and are hereby authorized. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vole on 

roll call which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFJNO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR G1ZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File:RI'U'0»2) 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK. WHO MOVED 
ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the Governor has proposed to remove certain offices 

overseeing Cultural Education from the New York State Education Department, incorporating 

these in an entirely new Institute for Cultural Education, and 

WHEREAS, in order to fund this Institute, including the State Archives, 

State Library, State Museum and State Office for Public Broadcasting, New York State will 

need to raise millions of dollars in capital investment and plans to do this by quadrupling the 

present five ($5) dollars collected by all County Clerks and the Register of the City of New 

York on all recorded, indexed and entered documents to twenty ($20)dollars, effective July 1, 

2002,and 

WHEREAS, the Local Government Records Management Improvement 

Fund was created in 19S9 to support grants and technical assistance to local governments to 

improve and enhance the management of their records and information, and 

WHEREAS, said fee increase would provide no improvement in service 

for the taxpayers paying the fee, nor any additional benefits to the local governments that must 

collect said fee increase, and 

WHEREAS, no demonstrated benefit has been identified in the 

relocation of these functions to the proposed Institute, in contrast to the highly effective and 

beneficial relationship that local governments now enjoy with the New York State Education 

Department. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster stands 

firmly opposed to this proposal, and 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be delivered to the 

Governor, the New York State Legislature, New York State Senator Dale Volker, Assembly 

Woman Sandra Lee Wirth and all others deemed necessary and proper, and we urge them to 

likewise oppose this proposal. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to 

a vote on roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED NO 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6, 2002 

file: improvement fund 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the Town of Lancaster has previously applied for and received 

grant monies through the New York State Unified Court System to enhance the operation of 

Municipal Justice Courts. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE rT 

RESOLVED, that Grantmakcrs Advantage, Inc., the Town's grant 

consultant, be authorized and directed to again complete the ncccisary application and forms 

to be submitted to the New York State Unified Court System for the purpose of securing 

another Justice Court grant, and 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor and Town Court Justices be and hereby are 

authorized and directed to execute all documents pertaining to the application and acquisition 

of said funding, 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a 

vote on roll call which resulted as follows; 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFLNO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER 2ARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File: Rcnurt gram 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster has heretofore held 

a public hearing pursuant to Chapter 50-Zoning, Section 50«41.1 ct scq entitled, 

"Communication Towers" of the Code of the Town of Lancaster, upon the application of SBA 

Properties, Inc., as contract lessee, for a Special Use Permit for construction of a 180' self* 

supporting tower and associated telecommunications building and equipment to be situated on 

property located on 69 Cemetery Road, Lancaster, New York, and 

WHEREAS, a SEQR of this project was held May 6,2002 and a Negative 

Declaration was issued at that time, and 

WHEREAS, persons for and against such Special Use Permit have had an 

Opportunity to be heard; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that pursuant to Chapter 50 - Zoning - Section 50*4 I.I ct scq. 

of the Code of the Town of Lancaster, the Town Board of the said Town docs hereby grant u 

Special Use Permit to SBA Properties, Inc., as contract lessee, 1173 PUtsford-Victor Road, 

Pittsford, New York for construction of a 180' self-supporting tower and associated 

telecommunication building and equipment to be situated on property located on 69 Cemetery 

Road, Lancaster, New York, upon the terms and conditions as set forth in the Zoning 

Ordinance, and hereby waives the requirement of Chapter 50-Zoning, Section 50-4l.6.E,(4).. 

upon the following condition: submission of a landscaping plan acceptable to General Crew 

Chief. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a 

vote on roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR G1ZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File fsbjccmmunica(ions502 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO 
MOVED IT'S ADOPTfON. SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, a Public Hearing was held on the 6th day of May, 2002 for 

the purpose of amending Chapter 46 - Vehicle and Traffic Ordinance of the Code of the Town 

of Lancaster; and persons for and against such amendment have had an opportunity to be 

heard, and 

WHEREAS, a Notice of said Public Hearing was duly published and 

posted: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, as follows: 

1. That Chapter 46, Vehicle and Traffic Ordinance of the Code of 

the Town of Lancaster be amended in the form attached hereto and made a pun hereof; 

2. That said amendment be added in the minutes of the meeting of 

the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster held on May 6,2002; 

2. That a Certified Copy thereof be published in the Lancaster Ike 

on May 9,2002; 

4. That a Certified Copy of the amendment be posted on the Town 

Bulletin Board; 

5. That Affidavits of Publication and Posting be filed with the 

Town 

Clerk; 

6. That the Highway Superintendent take whatever action is 

necessary to install signs in accordance with the Law. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a 

vote on roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6, 2002 
File: rv(onlchpt46stonybruukUttvew«tburyUneS02 
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LEGAL NOTICE 

NOTICE OF ADOPTION 

AMENDMENT TO VEHICLE & TRAFFIC ORDINANCE 

TOWN OF LANCASTER, COUNTY OF ERIE, STATE OF NEW YORK 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Vehicle and Traffic Ordinance of 

the Town of Lancaster, Erie County, New York, designated as Chapter 46 of the Code of the 

Town of Lancaster is hereby amended as follows: 

CHAPTER 46 

Article VIII, STOP INTERSECTIONS; NON-INTERSECTION STOPS; 
YIELD INTERSECTIONS 
468.1 Stop Intersections designated, is hereby amended by adding thereto 
the following: 

IflTSRSECTNQ STREET LOCATION 

STONY BROOK SUBDIVISION 

Stony Brook Drive WcstburyLane S.E. Comer 

May 6,2002 

STATE OF NEW YORK : 

COUNTY OF ERIE : as: 

TOWN OF LANCASTER t 

THIS IS TO CERTIFY that I, JOHANNA M. COLEMAN, Town Clerk of the Town of 
Lancaster in the said Town of Lancaster in the said County of Eric, have compared the 
foregoing copy of an amendment to the Vehicle and Traffic Ordinance of the Town of 
Lancaster, with the original thereof filed in my office at Lancaster, New York on the 6th day of 
May, 2002, and that the same is a true and correct copy of said original, and of the whole 
thereof. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Seal of said Town, 
this 6°" day of May, 2002. 

Johanna M. Coleman, Town Clerk 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION. SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFTNO, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster has heretofore held a 

public hearing pursuant to Chapter 50-Zoning - Section 11 (F) of the Code of the Town of 

Lancaster, upon the application of WILLIAM DYNAS, for a Special Use Permit for a Home 

Occupation (dental lab) on premises located at 296 Westwood Road, Lancaster, New York, 

and 

WHEREAS, persons for and against such Special Use Permit have had an 

opportunity to be heard; 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, as follows: 

1. That pursuant to Chapter 50-Zoning, Section 17 (F), entitled "Home 

Occupation", of the Code of the Town of Lancaster, the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster 

does hereby grant a Special Use Permit to WILLIAM DYNAS, for a Home Occupation 

(dental lab) on premises located at 296 Westwood Road, Lancaster. New York, upon the terms 

and conditions as set forth in the Zoning Ordinance, and 

2. That the applicant will continue in compliance with conditions as set forth in 

Chapter 50, Section F. of the Code of the Town of Lancaster as long as the applicant continues 

to engage in the home occupation on the premises, namely: 

a. Only persons residing on the premises shall be engaged in 
such an occupation; 

b. The home occupation shall be clearly incidental and subordinate to the use 
of the premises for residential purjHises. The area devoted to the home 
occupation shall not exceed twenty-five percent (25%) of the ground floor 
area of the principal structure. It may be within the principal accessor)' 
structure; 

c. There shall be no change in the outside appearance of the building or 
premises or other visible evidence of the conduct of such home occupation; 

d. No equipment or process shall be used which creates noise, vibration, 
glare, fumes, odors or electrical interference perceptible to the normal 
senses off the lot; 

c. There shall be no outdoor sign advertising this business; 

f. This Special Use Permit terminates when the applicant no longer resides 
on the premises. 

g. Petitioner shall inform the Fire Department of the location of hazardous 
materials stored in lab. 
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The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote 

on roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR OEA VOTED YES 

I 
May 6,2002 

I 

File: *ispect;Uused>'nas4cMallab502 

Page -362-



THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA . WHO MOVED ITS 
ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER 
STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, Window Specialists, Inc.. 188 Erie Street, Lancaster. New York 14086. 

Contractor for replacement of doors at the Lancaster Public Library & Depew Branch Library, has 

submitted Change Order No. I in the amount of Si,060 to the Town Board for their approval, and, 

WHEREAS, the Town Engineer, by letter dated April 25,2002. has recommended 

such change order, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby approves Change 

Order No. 1 to Window Specialists, Inc according to the following description of changes to the 

contract: 

PESCRimOH Of CHANGE QHW,R? 

1. Furnish, deliver & install 2"x6* framing in lieu of 2"x 4W framing and to adjust rough 
opening to accept new frames at exterior doors (differing site conditions) 

2. Provide insulated glass (not requested in original specification) at exterior doors. 
3. Addition of two lock cylinders (not requested in original specification at interior 

doors). 

CHAWtBQWWMM* 

Tlte original Contract sum was . . , . , , , , $31,000,00 
Net change by previously authorized Change Orders ,00 
The Contract Sum prior to this Change Order was $31,000,00 
The Contract Sum will be Increased by this Change Order in 

thcamountof . . . , , , . . . , . , . . . . . . . . 1.060.00 
The new Contract Sum increased including litis Change Order 

will be $32,060.00 

and, 

BE ITFURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor be and is hereby authorized to execute this change 

order on behalf of the Town of Lancaster. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on roll 

call which resulted as follows:.. 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

FileKCIlANGli.ORD(IM) 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, Section 4-104(5) of the Election Law of the State of New 

York provides for consolidation of election districts located within the same polling place in 

Primary Elections if the candidates of each district are the same on each voting machine and the 

consolidation results in less than 1200 voters in a consolidated polling place, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Clerk has informed the Town Board that she wishes 

to take advantage of Section 4-104(5) of the Election Law to save taxpayers more than $8,000 in 

inspector payroll costs and over $ 1,000 in voting machine deli very costs, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Clerk has assured the Town Board that no voter will 

be inconvenienced by the consolidation since only districts located within the same polling 

place will be consolidated, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Clerk of the Town of Lancaster be and is 

hereby authorized to petition the Erie County Board of Elections for permission to consolidate 

election districts within the Town of Lancaster for Utc 2002 Fall Primary pursuant to the 

provision of Section 4-104(5) of the Election Law of the State of New York, and 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Town Clerk be and is hereby authorized to take any 

further action necessary to effect the purpose and interest of this consolidation resolution 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote 

on roll call which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPN1AK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6, 2002 

Fik KCONSOLDIS 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO MOVED 
IT'S ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, Erie County Executive Joel Giambra supports and suggests that 

there is a need for an independent professional study to determine the feasibility of selling the 

Lancaster Middle School to the Town and Village of Lancaster, and 

WHEREAS, the Lancaster School Board has recently approved participation in 

an independent professional study to determine the feasibility of the sale of the Lancaster 

Middle School, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster is also desirous of such 

a study to determine the feasibility of the acquisition of Lancaster Middle School 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE 

IT RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster approves a 

more comprehensive study to be done by the County of Eric, at no cost to the Town, to evaluate 

the feasibility and/or cost savings in regards to the purchase of the Lancaster Middle School by 

the Town and Village of Lancaster, said building to be used as a municipal building for Town 

and Village offices. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was put to a vote on 

roll cull, which resulted as follows; 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFF1NO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPN1AK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

file, (middle schwt study 

May 6,2002 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, New York State Electric & Gas Corp., 150 Erie Street. 

Lancaster, New York 14086, by letter dated April 18.2002, has presented a cost proposal for 

the installation of one (I) HPS luminary and one (1) wood pole at the Town Center at 525 

Pavement Road to insure safety and security to Town owned equipment and employees. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby accepts 

the proposal of New York State Electric & Gas Corp. for installation of the following: 

I - 250 watt high pressure sodium luminary # $193.09 eo.»Sl93.09 

I- wood pole <3> $136.00 ca = $136.00 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor of the Town of Lancaster be and is hereby 

authorized to accept and execute the proposal of New York State Electric & Gas Corp. for the 

above mentioned installation. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on roll call 

which resulted us follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File isutci lighting proposal 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO MOVED ITS 
ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER 
STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, Marrano/Marc Equity Corporation, 2730 Transit Road, West 

Seneca, New York 14224, has applied to the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster for a 

permit to construct a Public Improvement upon real property in the Town of Lancaster within 

Trentwood Trail Subdivision, Phase III, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Engineer of the Town of Lancaster has certified 

on the following permit application that he has reviewed the improvement plans and permit 

application for the installation of the public improvement requested, and that it conform* to the 

Ordinances of the Town of Lancaster. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that Public Improvement Permit Application No. 555 of 

Marrano/Marc Equity Corporation, 2730 Transit Road, West Seneca, New York, for the 

installation of: 

P.I.P, No. 555 All wire conduits, poles, lamps, landholders. 
(Street Lights) photocells, and other appurtenances required in the 

installation of fi ve (5) street lights at Trentwood 
Trail Subdivision, Phase III 

be and is hereby approved and the installation of the improvement requested be and is hereby 

authorized. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote 

on roll call which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFF1NO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

Fili:RFIH(P3) 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GEA, WHO MOVED ITS 
ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCIL MEMBER 
RUFHNO, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS* Marrano/Marc Equity Corporation, 2730 Transit Road, West 

Seneca, New York 14224, has applied to the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster for a 

permit to construct a Public Improvement upon real property in the Town of Lancaster within 

Summerfield Farms Subdivision, Phase 0, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Engineer of the Town of Lancaster has certified 

on the following permit application that he has reviewed the improvement plans and permit 

application for the installation of the public improvement requested, and that it conforms to the 

Ordinances of the Town of Lancaster. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that Public Improvement Permit Application No. 556 of 

Marrano/Marc Equity Corporation, 2730 Transit Road, West Seneca. New York, for the 

installation of: 

PIP. No. 556 All wire conduits, poles, lamps, landholders, 
(Street Lights) photocells, and other appurtenances required in the 

installation of eleven (11) street lights ut 
Summerfield Farms Subdivision Phase 11 

be und is hereby approved and the installation of the improvement requested be and is hereby 

authorized. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote 

on roll call which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR G1ZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File: RPUMP3) 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the General Crew Chief, by letter dated May 1,2002, has 

requested the appointment of seasonal employees in the Parks, Recreation and Forestry 

Department of the Town of Lancaster for the spring/summer season of 2002, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the following individuals be and are hereby appointed 

to the position of seasonal employees for the spring/summer season of 2002 in the Parks, 

Recreation and Forestry Department of the Town of Lancaster, with no benefits at the 

following hourly rates: 

SAME 

Jon Paul Anthony (new hire) 
30 Hemlock Lane. Lancaster 

Jeffrey Au (new hire) 
3 Country Place, Lancaster 

Jodie Buchre (new hire) 
5755 Genesee Street, Lancaster 

Alicia Ceppaglia (new hire) 
65 Holland Avenue, Lancaster 

Angela Ceppaglia (new hire) 
65 Holland Avenue, Lancaster 

Michael Graber (new hire) 
4 Fox Hunt Road, Lancaster 

Christopher Janis (rehire) 
885 Erie Street, Lancaster 

Raymond Kamey (rehire) 
4805 Transit Road, #2105, Depew 

Joseph Kuenzi (rehire) 
36 Newell Avenue, Lancaster 

Lori Maciejewski (rehire) 
2071 Como Park Blvd. Lancaster 

Timothy Mup: :...hire) 
182 Olmstead Avw.... Dcpev* 

Stacy O'Neill (rehire) 
13 Highland Place, Lancaster 

Tessa Paolini (new hire) 
28 Shadyside Lane, Lancaster 

EQSmoji 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recrcution Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Supervisor 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Supervisor 

Recreation Attendant 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant 

RATF> 

$6.00 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$6,00 hr. 

$6.00 hr, 

$6.00 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$6.65 hr. 

$9.00 hr. 

$6.l5hr. 

$6.15 hr. 

$8.25 hr. 

$6.65 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 
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mm 
Amanda Schwach (rehire) 
67 Gale Drive, Lancaster 

Amy Skubis (rehire) 
233 Seneca Place, Lancaster 

Angela Skubis (rehire) 
233 Seneca Place, Lancaster 

Michelle Sypniewski (rehire) 
12 Maple Drive, Bowmansvillc 

Colleen Szablewski (rehire) 
360 Columbia Avenue, Depew 

Amy Thome (new hire) 
68 Harvey Drive, Lancaster 

Cassandra Vunccck (rehire) 
2117 Como Park Blvd., Lancaster 

Jacqueline Vogel (new hire) 
104 Albert Drive, Lancaster 

Beverly Wedmorc (rehire) 
2 ViaTripodt.Dcpew 

Richard Wojciechowski (rehire) 
95 S, Irwmwood Road. Lancaster 

Melissa Young (rehire) 
8 Wilma Drive, Lancaster 

Daniel Bartcl (rehire) 
13 Wcndtworth Court. Lancaster 

Kirk Durkin (new hire) 
44 Center Drive, Depew 

Donald Hibbs (rehire) 
75 S. Irwinwood Road. Lancaster 

Brunuen Murray (new hire) 
23 Plumb Creek Trail, Lancaster 

Joseph Necci (rehire) 
78 Brunck Road, Lancaster 

Scott Payne (new hire) 
64 Westwood Road, Lancaster 

Eric Przykuta (rehire) 
60 Court Street, Lancaster 

Nicholas Schreibcr (new hire) 
69 Pheasant Run Lane, Lancaster 

Brian Stanek (rehire) 
427 Lake Avenue, Lancaster 

Francis Stock (rehire) 
25 Sherborne Avenue, Lancaster 

POSITION RATE 

Recreation Attendant $6.15 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant $6.15 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant $6.15 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant $7.00 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Supervisor $ 11.00 hr. 

Recreation Attendant $6.00 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant $6.15 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant $6.00 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Attendant $6.15 hr. 
(Playground Attendant) 

Recreation Supervisor $12.00 hr. 

Recreation Supervisor $8.25 hr. 

Laborer $6.40 hr. 

Laborer 

Laborer 

Laborer 

Laborer 
(Supervisor) 

Laborer 

Laborer 
(Supervisor) 

Laborer 

Laborer 

Laborer 

$6.00 hr. 

$8.25 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$8,50 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$10.00 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$6.40 hr. 

$6.40 hr. 
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NAME 

Shawn Zaffram (rehire) 
28 Tanglcwood Drive, Lancaster 

George Besch (rehire) 
39 Lake Avenue, Lancaster 

Nicole Carroll (rehire) 
56 Irondatc Drive, Depew 

Ryan Carroll (rehire) 
56 Irondale Drive, Depew 

Michael Colvin (new hire) 
16 Croydon Drive, Depew 

Amy Ferremino (rehire) 
10 Tanglewood Drive, Lancaster 

Aaron Hcjmowski (rehire) 
17 Brionvood Drive, Lancaster 

Kyle Hcjmowski (rehire) 
17 Briarwood Drive, Lancaster 

Jonathan Koziol (rehire) 
92 Wilkshirc Plucc. Lancaster 

Meltssu LttFrutta (new hire) 
8 Idlebrook Court, Lancaster 

Cori Newhouse (rehire) 
4 Dccrpath Drive, Lancaster 

Carol Sehmitz (new hire) 
9 Richmond Avenue, Lancaster 

Allison Waliger (new hire) 
15 Idlebrook Court, Lancaster 

Sheri Cuminings (rehire) 
44 Cowing Street, Depew 

J. Ryan Fechcr (rehire) 
78 Impala Pkwy, Lancaster 

Autumn Ferry (rehire) 
125 Nichter Road, Lancaster 

Jeffrey Gall (rehire) 
36 St. Mary's Street, Lancaster 

Jennifer Gall (new hire) 
36 St. Mary's Street, Lancaster 

Megan Gelbein (new hire) 
14 Linden Avenue, Lancaster 

Jonathan Karcher (new hire) 
4 Squirrel Run, Lancaster 

Renee LaChiusa (rehire) 
19 Tanglcwood Drive, Lancaster 

Laborer 

Recreation Supervisor 
(Tennis Supervisor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Supervisor 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Recreation Attendant 
(Tennis Instructor) 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 

$7.25 hr 

$12.50 hr 

S6.40 hr. 

$6.15hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$6.65 hr. 

$6.90 hr. 

$6.65 hr. 

$6.15 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$8.50 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$6.00 hr. 

$8.25 hr. 

$8.00 hr. 

S8,00hr. 

$7.25 hr. 

$6.50 hr. 

$6.50 hr. 

$6.50 hr. 
• 

$6.75 hr. 
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NAME 

Jeremy Lynch (new hire) 
44 WiJma Drive, Lancaster 

Jcnna McDonald (rehire) 
58 Rchm Road, Lancaster 

Sarah Meegan (rehire) 
7 Pond View Court, Lancaster 

Ann Phillips (new hire) 
255 Westwood Road. Lancaster 

Jeannine Runkcl (new hire) 
59 Running Brook Drive, Lancaster 

Janac Shives (rehire) 
6 Biscayne Drive, Lancaster 

Sarah Thomas (rehire) 
38 Grccnbriar Drive, Lancaster 

Evelyn Vcnto (rehire) 
127 Fourth Avenue, Lancaster 

David Mazur (new hire) 
188Marrano Drive, Depew 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Supervisor of the Town of Lancaster take the 

necessary action with the Personnel Officer of the County of Erie to accomplish the foregoing. 

lite question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a 

vote on roll call which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED NO 

SUPERVISOR G1ZA VOTED YES 

POSITION 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 

Lifeguard 
(Substitute) 

Recreation Supervisor 
(League Scheduling) 

RATE 

$6.50 hr. 

$6.75 hr. 

$6.75 hr. 

$6.50 hr. 

$6.50 hr. 

$6.75 hr. 

$7.25 hr. 

$8.00 hr. 

$9.00 hr. 

May 6,2002 

File. Rpcfs.scasonal (P10) 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the Erie County Water Authority (Authority) has negotiated with the 

Town of Lancaster (Town) in regard to the design and construction of a pump station and 

related facilities to be constructed on a site provided by the Town situated south of William 

Street and cast of Penora Street, and 

WHEREAS, the Town and the Authority entered into a Lease Management 

Agreement which runs from February 14,1997 through December 31,2006, subject to further 

renewals, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Board has previously approved the Supervisor executing a 

proposed Agreement on behalf of the Town which is an Amendment to the beforcmentioned 

Lease Management Agreement, and 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to amend the proposed Agreement regarding this 

facility to recite the ownership during the period covered by the Town's bond obligation, and the 

tax measure employed by the Town to pay the bonds issued by the Town, and 

WHEREAS, the Town Board has given due review and consideration to the 

amended Agreement. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby authorises 

the Supervisor of the Town of Lancaster to execute Amendment No. 1 to the Lease Management 

Agreement with the Eric County Water Authority as is attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 
File: reriecoutuywaterauihority502 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR. TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, TIM HORTONS, 4455 Transit Road, Ste. 2B. WilliamsviHc, New 

York, has submitted a Site Plan prepared by Wm. Schutt & Associates, P.C., dated February 

26,2002 and received February 28,2002 as revised dated April 19,2002 and received April 24. 

2002 for the construction of a 1,600 sq. ft. coffee and baked goods restaurant located on 

property at 3600 Walden Avenue in the Town of Lancaster, and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Board has reviewed the plan, and at its meeting May I, 

2002, has recommended approval of this project, and 

WHEREAS, a SEQR Review of this project was held April 15.2002 and a 

negative declaration was issued at that time. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby approves 

the Site Plan submitted by TIM HORTONS, prepared by Wm. Schutt & Associates, P.C., 

dated February 26.2002 and received February 28,2002 as revised dated April 19,2002 and 

received April 24,2002 for the construction of a 1,600 sq. ft. coffee und baked goods restaurant 

located on propeity at 3600 Walden Avenue in the Town of Lancaster conditioned upon I) the 

General Crew Chiefs receipt and acceptance of a sufficient landscaping plan, and 2) the 

exterior lighting to be lowered to a height not to exceed 15 feet and shielded from the 

neighboring residents. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll call, which resulted as follows; 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED NO 

SUPERVISOR G1ZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File: rsplimhortonj502 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, DARYL MARTIN ARCHITECT, 3625 Eggcrt Road, Orchard 

Park, New York, has submitted a Site Plan prepared by Daryl K. Martin, Architect, dated April 

3,2002 and received April 3,2002 to convert an existing roof garden into ten guest rooms 

located on property at the Garden Place Hotel, 6461 Transit Road in the Town of Lancaster, and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Board has reviewed the plan, and at its meeting April 

17,2002, has recommended approval of this project, and 

WHEREAS, a SEQR Review of this project was held May 6,2002 and a 

negative declaration was issued at that time. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby approves 

the Site Plan submitted by DARYL MARTIN ARCHITECT, prepared by Daryl K. Martin, 

Architect, dated April 3,2002 and received April 3,2002 to convert an existing roof garden into 

ten guest rooms located on property at The Garden Place Hotel, 6461 Transit Road in the Town 

of Lancaster. t/2^00"' 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File ripgatdenplucehotdSOi 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION. SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, MARK W. TIEDEMANN, MWT ARCHITEC T, 6390 Main 

Street, Suite 120, Williamsvillc, New York, has submitted a Site Plan prepared by MWT 

Architects, dated March 29,2002 and received April 2,2002 to construct a 6.000 sq. ft. metal 

building addition on the north, a 4,021 sq. ft. masonry building addition on the east :md a 250 

sq. ft. masonry building addition on the southeast on property occupied by Elecirosynthcsis 

located at 72 Wan) Road, in the Town of Lancaster, and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Board has reviewed the plan, and at its meeting April 

17,2002, has recommended approval of this project, and 

WHEREAS, a SEQR Review of this project was held May 6,2002 and a 

negative declaration was issued at that time. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby approves 

the Site Plan submitted by MARK W. TIEDEMANN, MWT ARCHITECT, prepared by 

MWT Architects, dated March 29,2002 and received April 2,2002 to construct a 6,000 sq. ft. 

metal building addition on the north, a 4,021 sq. ft. masonry building addition on the east and a 

2S0 sq. ft. masonry building addition on the southeast on property occupied by Electrosynthesis 

located at 72 Ward Road, in the Town of Lancaster. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNdL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File: !speleeuas>'Mhesis502 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO MOVED ITS 
ADOPTION. SECONDED BY COUNCIL 
MEMBER STEMPNIAK, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS, the Town of Lancaster and the Villages of Dcpcw and Lancaster 

jointly applied for and received funding from the Community Development Block Grant 

Funding Program for Program Year 2000-2001 in the amount of $66,690 for the purchase and 

installation of electronic, automatic doors at the Depcw Branch Library, located at 321 

Columbia Avenue in the Village of Depew, and the Lancaster Public Library located at 5466 

Broadway in the Village of Lancaster, both facilities in the Town of Lancaster, and 

WHEREAS, the project cost for the purchase and installation of these doors was 

below the estimated grant request, it is the recommendation of Town Engineer Robert Labcnski 

to refund the balance of unexpended funding to the Community Development Consortium. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Lancaster Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby 

authorizes the return of unexpended Federal Community Development funds in the amount of 

$34,630 to the Community Development Consortium, due to the fact that the above-described 

project has been completed and Job No. C617-00-73 ADA Improvements to the public libraries 

will be closed out. 

The question of the adoption of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote 

on roll call which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6.2002 

file runexpemkd funds 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPTION, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR, TO WIT: 

WHEREAS. Bella Vista Group, Inc. and NEC Transit William, LLC (the 

"Developer") with offices at 6495 Transit Road, Bowmansville, New York has submitted a 

proposed site plan to the Town of Lancaster (the 'Town") for the construction of a proposed retail 

center totaling up to 300,000 square feet and other improvements (the "Site Plan"), on property 

located on the northeast comer of Transit Road and William Street in the Town of Lancaster, 

County of Erie and State of New York which hereinafter shall be referred to as the "Property*'; and 

WHEREAS, at its meeting May 1,2002 the Town's Planning Board reviewed this 

Site Plan, and recommended approval of such Site Plan with conditions to be met by the Developer, 

and 

WHEREAS, the Town's Municipal Review Committee and the Town Board 

reviewed the Site Plan us part of its review pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review 

Act, and the regulations issued by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 

applicable thereto at 6 NYCRR Part 617, ct seq. (collectively referred to as "SEQRA"); and 

WHEREAS, on April 8. 2002 the Town's Municipal Review Committee 

recommended and the Town Board adopted certain findings statement pursuant to SEQRA with 

respect to the Site Plan and the rczoning of the Property to General Business District ("GB"), and 

which SEQRA findings statement is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference; and 

WHEREAS, the Town has referred the Site Plan to the Erie County Department of 

Environment and Planning ("ECDEP") in accordance with the General Municipal Law; and 

WHEREAS, the Town Board has given due consideration to the Planning Board's 

recommendation and all other comments with respect to the Site Plan. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Town Board of the Town of Lancaster hereby approves the 

Site Plan submitted by NEC Transit/William, LLC, and prepared by the Bella Vista Group, for the 

construction of a retail center totaling up to 300,000 sq. ft. on property located on the northeast 

corner of Transit Road and William Street in the Town of Lancaster, subject to the following 

conditions which arc imposed not only on the developer but also the owner of record or tenants, as 

follows: 

Page-378-



- Developer shall install sidewalks on William Street from Transit Road to 
the east property line; 

- Developer shall dedicate a conservation casement to the Town of Lancaster 
over the easterly 75 feet of the premises running from William Street to the 
north property lines of the premises which shall recite that there shall be no 
disturbance of the natural setting permitted except as determined to be necessary 
by the Town of Lancaster to assure the integrity of the conservation area and its 
purpose to provide a buffer to the residential housing located easterly of the 
premises, 

- Developer shall cause the construction of an 8 ft. high board on board fence in two 
(2) areas at the back of the buildings as shown on the site plan and further place 
additional board on board fence in 25' lengths at 50' intervals which shall be 
regularly maintained and painted as directed by the Town. Douglas Fir or 
Austrian pine trees shall be posted at each end of each section of fence. 

•• Developer shall paint the rear wall of the building in carthtonc colors as approved 
by the Town Board*, the wall shall not be concrete block colored or white. 

- Developer shall locate all garbage dumpstcrs on the south side of the building 
near the loading docks; 

- Developer shall cause screening of the H VAC units which shall be located on the 
roof of any building as far to the west or front face of the building roof as practical 
to reduce noise emanating from these units; and 

-- Developer shall not be permitted to extend the paper street Transit Boulevard 
from Transit Road as a public or private roadway and, further, shall not be 
permitted to connect any paved parking area on site to an existing dedicated 
Transit Boulevard to the east or to any private road, extension of Transit 
Boulevard, or any portion of the paper street identified as Transit Boulevard 
running easterly from the projeci site. 

- Developer shall not be permitted to cause installation of loading docks along the 
easterly or rear wall of the building. 

.. Developer shall install outdoor lighting in conformance with the Town Code of 
the Town of Lancaster with lights between buildings and to the east of the 
building not to exceed 15' but in areas to the from of the building which are not 
immediately adjacent to residential zoning lights shall not exceed 20'; 

-- Developer shall landscape the site in general conformance with the site plan with 
free standing trees to be planted at 20' intervals, and further, a green strip 3' wide 
must be provided along the rear wall of the building with a planting of arborvitae 
at 10' intervals to break up the rear wall with additional plantings of Austrian Pine 
and Douglas Fir to be made along the rear to the west of the 75' buffer area at 12' 
intervals in a staggered fashion; 

-- Developer and owner shall grade, vegetate and maintain any area of the site that 
is stripped and not developed; 

- Developer shall not permit left turn at the north auxiliary road entrance onto 
Transit Road and will sign the entrance accordingly; 

-- Developer to construct turning lanes on William Street at the access road to 
William Street to wit: an easterly left turn lane and a westerly right turn lane 

resulting in a four lane road at the access road at William Street; 

-- No deliveries to be permitted to the two (2) major commercial buildings situate 
on the easterly half of the property between the hours of 11:00 PM and 7:00 AM, 
Local Time; 

- No outside public address speakers will be allowed in the easterly 300 ft.of the 
property and no outside speakers anywhere on site shall face easterly. 
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Developer, owner or tenant to be responsible for replacement of any planting per 
this site plan which is damaged or dies with replacement to be made in the fall or 
spring growing season. 

The question of the adoption of the following resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll call, which resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCE. MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED NO 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

Rle: rspwilliamt«nsii5Q2 
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STATE EfWTOONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW 

FINDINGS STATEMENT 

Pursuant to Atttele 8 (State Environmental Review Act- SEQR) of the Environmental 

Conservation Law and 6. NYCRR Pitt 617, the Tom Board of the Town of Lancaster, as Lead 

Agency, makes the following findings: 

Name of Action; Gateway Center 

Rezoning and retail development 

Dejcriptlmi of Actios: Reaming of 36.19b acres of land to General Business add subsequent 

development of a retail center. Reaming inchidei 15± acres from 

Commercial Motor Services to General Business; and 21 ± acres from 

Residential District One to OB. 

Location: Northeast Corner of Transit Road and WiUiini Street 

Town of Lancaster, Erie County, New York 

Agency Jurisdiction: Approval for moning of the northeast comer of Transit Road and 

William Street is required by the Town of Lancaster, pursuant to the 

permitted oso provisions of the Town of Lancaster Zoning Manual. 

Retail development at this siteits contingent upon reed vtog this approval 

Sit plan approval will be required by the Town of Lancaster puriuant to 

Article Vm, Section 5043 of the Zoning Manual of the Town of 

Lancaster. 

Date Final BIS filed: March 1,2002 

FacU and Conclwionab the R i s k e d upon to support the (kcUion. 

PARTI: MmtKW. 
A Petition was filed by NEC Tfinsit-WiUiara LLC, on or alxwtMaid»15ll999,ie«ittestingthe 
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Lancaster to reawe epptoxhnately 36 acres of property located at the northeast coraer of 

Transit Road and William Street in the-Town of Uacastef, Erie Coiaily and State of New 

York, and which land is shown on a sketch and desmliedk Schedule A ofthe Town of 

Lancaster Town Board Resolution dated December 20,1999. 

The Petition requested reaming ofthe westerly (approximrtcly) 15 ac«s of tlw Property 

cwatth/awed as Conanercial arid MotrxSeiitos (CMS); atid the e^stely 

(approximately) 2 U 7 acresof the Property zoned as R e t i n a l Di^ct&iefjfU) to 

(feneralBusit!ara(GB)topain^ 

knowo as the Gateway Ccrrterm Lancaster, New York. 

The Town's Mtmicipal Review Conrarittoe, alWilsinhinJrtn^oftJberullenvironmeotaJ 

assessment form (EAP), as submitted in waoeetionwiui die applicatkm, issued a Ne^trre 

Declaration pursuant to the retirements of the Sute Environmental Quality Review Act 

(SEQRA) and the regulations issued by the Mew York S tateDeparOr^tofErmrorjmenul 

Cc^emtion(NYSDEqaDpUcabletlierttoat6NYCRRPart617. 

Thereafter, the Town's Municipal Review Committee upon further consideration of the potential 

environmental impacts of the project, in aaordaoce with SEQRA determined to re-open 

the SEQRA proceedings with respect to the project aikicletermind to rubsdtuie therefor a 

positive declaration in accordance with the rjrovisicmsofthe SEQRA, at iu meeting held oo 

Julyl9,1999, 

The Town Board of the Town of Lancaster was desigwted Lead Agency under SEQRA and 

collectively with the Town's Municipal Review Committee, NEC Transit-William LLC, 

and other involved and interested parties, tinirtook sowing sesskms lot ̂  propel 

Thereafter, a Draft Eovirowneotal hup act Sutfement (DEIS), dated November 8,1999, was 

prepared for the Town Board for the reMmr^appUcadonbytheNECTrawit-VVmiam 

LLC 

The Town's Municipal Review Committee accepted^ DEIS as complete and baccoia^iice with 

SEQRA on November IS, 1999. A public hearing was scheduled for December 8,1999 in 

the Lancaster Senior Senior Citizens Center locatri at 100 OxfodAveiweb L a n c e t 

York, vmich afforded the public an o|>port^ 

Eariy discussions were held regarding the buffermg ofthe prefcrry to the weatrf 

during several Town meetings. Th» suggestioa to exclua^ the buifef atrip between the 

properties v ^ adopted awin^ted in the rwluctioooiu^^ 

-2-
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33.63 acres. The Town held that eccradmg this area &OT the raoribgwoiiM p r o l a n 

extra measure of protection to the Nprthwoods residents from cncroachmeals potentially 

incoaipatible with the residential setting of the neigjbbotbcod 

The DEIS and all written comments received dming the public coroment period including the 

public hearing were reviewed by the Town Board and Town's Municipal Review 

Cowmittee and was detcrmmed that the p r o j ^ 

environment. 

On December 20,1999, the Town Board adoptd a rcsdution issuing a Negadve Declaration and 

amended its Zoning Ordtoance to reame 33.63 acres oftheapprotiraalely 36 acres to GB. 

The resolution was challenged in the Strpre^Cotiit, State ofNew York, oidflie Town 

Board's determination was upheld. BadectsioQ was then appealed to the Appellate 

Division, Fourth Judicial Department, by or^nents to the project iceking to reverse this 

decision. Tha Appellate Divisicii,FourA Department reversed A e l ^ ^ 

and the Town Board was reotired to take the SBQR prooesi to a Final Environmental 

Impact Statement (FE1S). 

Tbe Town Board complied with tbe Court derision and Utued a SEQRPorhrveDedaration with 

a Notice of Intent to prepare a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

(SDE1S). The SDE1S was prepared by ma Applicant, for the Town, on the basis of change 

in circumstances afforded by (be Appelate Cotatdorisiwi Tbe SDEIS was submitted to 

the Town Board and Town's Municipal Review ConjmhieeonNovember7,2001. Tbe 

Town's Enviranmental Consulumt reviewed the SDEIS for technical content Following the 

Town Board's and Town's Municipal Review Committee^ review of the SDEIS, a Notice 

of Completion was issued on December 03,2001. 

A new public comment period was opened ccramencingcmDcao^4,2()01 aruldosingon 

January 4,2002, which included a public hearing. The publie hewing was held on 

December 18,2001at the Lancaster Senior Cittoen's CfctferatiM Oxford Rc^l4ncaster, 

NewYork. 

lna*paatu$ the written re^pwises to 

tbe public comment period, an FEIS was subsequently prepared by the Applicant for 

consideration and review by the Consultant and the Tovm Board Followtag this careful 

review and analysis, the FHS was adopted by the T<wm Board on March 4,2002 and 

circulated to tbe involved agencies and the publie. An extended period of opjjroiuroately 34 

days for public review period was established from this dale. 
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The Town Board has carefully and thoroughly reviewd the information c o « ^ ^ 

Appendices A and B, the SDHS anditsAppcndiees A to P, and the original DEIS; and 

{band H to be an adequate atarninatkra of all innpcntarit potential impacts which would 

result from affirmative action on the subject rewtihigapplicauon. 

Since receipt of the FHS, the Town Board has received adaTo'oflaicamn^ 

has carefully considered these additional comnrats and has detenntoed that rhe issues 

• raised by such comments were adequately addressed in the EIS. 

The Town Board recognises that qualified expem on any topic may differ mdwr conclusions 

mdmpariculffmaydiffCTinttejudgr^^ 

acknowledges that the review ofUiisrezowng proposal ai^tl» debate (nw various issoes 

t h n t h a v e b e c n s i M ^ 

reflect hundreds of hours of ataiiunauTOofuicrffOJcctOnbalan^andflfuffc^njJ 

consideration of all rdevantdocwntttstjmat^ 

more thin adequate inforaifldciQ to evaluate all ofthebcwGU and potential impacu] of this 

project at a basis for eonsMenag thet requested fezofung of the Site, 

Recognizing that SEQR was developed to foster a carefuJ review by all iterated parries of any 

potentially aigrdficant envwrmienlal impacts at a u ^ when the oitamion of w<i 

amsequeoce has U«nv>st meaning. Thus review u c o ^ 

regarding permits or approvals and when the projed is suU to iuforaiatto stage. Tliis early 

eovifoarnental analysis is appropriale m this case where a rezoningoflandU also required 

prior b project development Tto filing crfcwcepuudpluu for a major project is common 

•rid aOods in^pon^nt op{K»tunrti« 

project that will be presented for more deuiildrwiewbylrcTcwnPlajiningBoardtttils . 

site pirn review stage. The environmental review ofdusr^torangactiwoasafforoed the 

TcrwnBc^aiidc4hertovorved agendas a ele« 

environmental impacts that might arise from uie actual cowtmc^oa and operation of the 

Gateway Center. To the extent possible, the Applicant presented detailed information 

regarding certain impacts, most i>c4ably traffic, weu^iuls, awl noise, which can be 

rcasorublymuiupatcdai^aMlvzodatflneariyjtiJgoofuScpro^ Analysis of other 

impacts, such as the stormwater run-ofjf; o>ainage,vuwal and aesu\etic impacts, c«u^ 

be performed in a «»c*ptuii manner and must await u^piep«»tic« o f t detailed site plaa 

Too review of the arte plan will advance to its final stage with dw Town following 

completion of the SEQR process. During the final review of the site plan the Town will 
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assess the consistencyof the final plans with the details Uta were considered during the 

SEQRproeeM and move to a decision on te 

consideration. The ermronmental review process has provided the Town Board with a clear 

understanding of the nature .and potential impacts associated with the development of 

Ctaeway Center foll<nvingu»re-2^ ThcUS Army Corps of Engineers 

(USACOE) has exclusive jurisdiction over the investigation and appropriate compensation 

for U»e loss ofwetlanc*s, which are within fl«bofa«imca of the Site. The Applicant has 

been working cooperatively with the USACOE for over threeyears to evaluate the 

ruiicn'oMandvahK5,andadc^terniti^^ 

altemtira to avoid wminimiw impacts to them. TtaApph^t mil continue to work 

closely with the USACOE to ensure that all appropriate steps arc taken to ensure "no net 

loss" of wetlands in the area occur as a result of tlu^projc^ in accordance widithetr 

directive. New York State Department of T«a|i«tau^0fVSDOT) and Erie Comry 

Department of ftibtieWoifafjEC^^ 

changes to the Transit Road and William Street nspedrvdy. The dowkm to re-sow te 

property will be followed by the issoanee of Iflghway Work PenrdttftomNYSDOTand 

BCDPWto unprove traffic conditions near the Site location. The Applicant has been in 

dose communication with NYSDOT and BCDPW since 1999 to finalise a traflio 

mitigatkm plan. 

PARTI1: TJffiSIH 

The members of the Town Board are fenuliar with the Site, the arenas 

retail opportunities in theTown of UiicasteraadErw County. 

The proposed action seeks to reaone 13 wnu^ous parcels, c<mjUtutii«3 approximately 33.63 

acres of land on whieh the Gateway Center will be constructed The land fc largely 

undeveloped at this time. The rczone excludes a Z56 acre strip ofuplaod forested land 

along the eastern boundary of the Site, whieh will be preserved aabulleraiea under a 

conservation easement 

The Applicant owns and/or controls the anjirfflQinately36J9«raofprapcty 

north of the Froject Site, to be preserved as initigalioo area ©dudes 3 pep* 

by the Town, The Town has agreed to allow the indwioocif these non-atandaidrigjto 

w«ya to ^preservationpiw for !aag*tcnn8JOTJp(W 

precluding the potential for any future devdopnentwthein. The Tovm property b not 
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partoftntbgabon. . 

The Project She is bounded by Transit Road (State Route 78) to the twst,WiDiftin Street (Erie 

Ccmnty route 338) to the south, Northvroods Residential Subdh^ 

dmkvdopcd wooded area to the north. 

Tlie eastern boimdary of the Property i s b o f f ^ 

widestrip of natural property, including the 60-f twds(2 i6 acre) upland forested MM 

occluded from the re-zoning to preehtde cotrmwraal eaaoactanents. 

TbeSHe cottons 7J4acies of t e d e ^ r ^ 

PARTE*: mQPQSBPl?iP^OPMgm' 
Applicant plans to construct the Gateway Carter Retail Pirn competed ofNati<ml anchor stores 

and srnaUcrconjumer oriented stores and sem<«, with e«c<iaied parking. The Applicant ij 

required to obtain Town Board ste plan approval prior to ccwtruttingUieCrau^^ Center. 

Site plan approval wiH allow the Town to further «mtroltbedeveloprneirtofd»Siteto 

assure that the scope of development is consUtent with that analvrdmuwSEQR process. 

TheiTowa site plan npr̂ roval caaioers, among other issues: pound coverage, setbacks, 

green spaces, parking spaces, ingress and egress to state highway, sewer, water, drainage, 

lighting, signage, sowami and landscaping. 

The Town Board of Lancaster, as tod agency, reviewed a conceptual lite plan for the Gateway 

Center set forth in the SDKS tad FEB. Tlie detailed riu: plan to be preparM win take into * 

account the comments of the involved agcociei, in particular, thcNYSDOT and ECDPW 

regarding roadway trnproveraents, Erie County Departaient of Environn^t and Planning 

(UCDEP) regardiru* construction of saniu^ 

Pollution Prevention Wan, and Erie County Water Authority (ECWA) for water supply 

COtfflQwlOBIiii 

As demonstrated by the BIS, the proposed ±36.19 acre envelopment would convert 

approximately 33.63 teres (budding, parking, unvcwBvs,ar*dlMidscapeareaj), while 

providing adequate parking and setbacbsStcTOwatarcteolkmfa<^tka to rugate any 

increase in storrawaler runcrfT, leaving 156 acres ofuntouched green buffa at uw eastern 

boundary. 

Subsequent to the reaming of the Site to GB, detailed site plans must be finahwd and submitted 

to the Town for review and approval, including a landscajMog plan «ad storm cewerphui. 

Otbaagerdes which nrust approve various 
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County Sewer District No. 4, EO)EP,imDOT,ECDPW Highway Division, U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers, and NYSDEC. 

PARTIV: TIUU^CAl^ROADWAYtMPftOVl^iyr^ 

llie ptioc^al road\n|y$ to be affectd by tte 

are New York State Route 78 {Transit Road)i which iaUsuidermejiirisdkftfonafthe 

NYSDOT; end Erie County Route 33 8 (William Street) which falls undo the jurisdiction of 

the ECDPW Highway Division. 

Applicant has agreed to mate the following roadway ^m>vctDet^»bk{itnilnuuob^ior 

imjwve existing I ^ t l s of Service at the mtmecdon of TraosrtRoa^ 

LossonRoad: 

Add exclusive right-tam lanes on Transit Road on Iwlhiwrtnbotmd and southbound 

approaches to Losson Road/ William Street intersection 

Provide one westbound throogMane oa WHBaa Strcd from a poirtjust cast of the existing 

Flix Theater drhrway to Transit Road. 

Restripe the existing pavement to provide a dual k(l turn Unc on the westbound William 

Street approach to Transit Road. 

Modify the traffic tigaal at he intersection to include control for dwocw lane configuration. 

Applicant will maintain tbe number and placen^tofdrrveways at the Gateway Center as 

described: 

One primary and one ancillary driveway to Transit Road, 

One driveway to William Street 

Tto primary driveway onto Transit Road will be ahgimloppoiiietherigaaliredWegman'a 

driveway. The driveway will consist of one bbowd lain, two ĉ Ubound lanes and a 

raised median, 

A right torn lane will be added to the northbc^Tramit Road appro^ to the primary 

driveway. 

The existing traffic signal wiU be modified to provide ugnalfac« for wlbound traffic from 

the primary driveway onto Transit Road 

ThconcfllarydrivavaywUnmnf^ofMartir^ 

Transit Road. 

The ancillary driveway will have one inbound law aid two o d w ^ lanes. A stop sign 
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wiU be posted for outtoand traffic from this driveway. The Town of Lancaster 

reojrumeuds a right turn only. 

The single driveway onto William Street will consist of one uibound lane and two 

outbound lanes. 

AAI designated left turn lane f w e a s i b ^ 

• These extensive roadway improvements arid a c c e s s o r 

mhlgate the efiects of increased 

Gateway Center. 

Applied wiQbe«r die cost fo? design a d 

be required to Bond die improverocrts to satisfy Eric Qnmty and the r̂ YS DOT 

requirements. 

Once the off-rite improvements have been coastruded by the Ar^licant and accepted by the 

arjrjror^rtttegovernrfla^ 

jurisdiction. 

Increase in traffic due to operations at Gatnray Center Umevitabk The rruti^ 

the Applicant alleviates to the best extent possible, the negative impacts of this increase. A 

tumor reduction in the level of service is uravoidable at the Transit Road/Wegmaai 

driveway/Gateway Center primary driveway, and eaitboundle^wra on Transit Road. 

William Street tntersectioa 

Tits Town of Lancaster list f t i r ^ ^ 

Company and The Saratoga Associates, which recognizes Trawit Road as a regional 

corridor for commerce. The roadway irnprovOTeriU to Trawitfloftd, resulting Crorn this 

Project, a n m l o e p i r ^ t o the c ^ ^ 

Tte Town hi t a h o e x a n t m e d t h e ^ 

Town of Chcektowaga, wheretn, Transit Road has been obsignated to play an important 

role in the future b»isporttt«» and luxl use plamungofthc region. The Town of Lancaster 

a^rea tliai i s c ^ crjmpliaiM of proper^ 

design creativity and flexibility, bearing in mind the environmental sensitivity along the 

corridor. 

PARTV: yVETLAND IMPACTS AND MITIGATION 

Based on a jurisdiction*! determination by tbo US ACQS, 7.54 acres of Federal wetlands are 

located on Uw Site, Ofthis total, 7.40 ocrcsvviU be impacted by u H c ^ 
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0.14 atieswiBbepreservdm the 6 W o o t w ^ 

undisturbed along the eastern boundary of the Site. 

Prior to any disturbattce of thesitewctlands, all necessary pemtts^ljeobtaiaerffitwnthe 

USACOBandtheNYSDEC. 

To compensate for wetlands to be impacted by the Prtyixt,tk Applicant has proposed a wetland 

mitigation plan of which USACOE is m general agreement. Tbe plan includes 

apjiroxnnateh/ 7.14 acres of wetland creation and 10,15 acraofwtdaiid and troland buffer 

preservation i t the two sites in the Cayuga Creek w^erslicd, one irmoediatelywmh of uSe 

Site, tlie oilier at (be minttweste^^ 

Applicant has an agreement with Ducks Unlimited IncJo restore arid enlumce 12 acres of 

emergent marsh in tbeToiiawanda State Wildlife Maiuge«eftt Area in Gtnesee County. 

As outlined in the wetland mitigation plan, uwnortlKjnmidpuodareawiUbepresmedlluough 

aconservauWeasernemoroutelong-temrestr^ The Town property hi 

not part of mitigation. 

The northern mitigation area loatol to UM north ofu« Site bcludes two paper strwts but the 

Town will make them available to the Applicant to iwliide for preservation of green space. 

The Town is aware mat the northern mitigation area ardtteeastenisuipofutural buffer were 

once part of a large wooded tract that extended eastward ardrwthward from the Site 

including land which is now occupied by NorAwoods r^ideou^ Subdivisioa AlAough 

large amount of this habitat has been destroyed as i rettdt of development, a faJriy 

expansive wooded habitat remains. The mx>Jd area has provided habitat to whitetail deer 

and v M turkey and an oceasicmaJhabiuU to ted w 

habitat for raccoon, opossum, eastern striped skimk,eastera cottontail, gray smurrel, 

meadow vole, motes, shrews and bats. Several bird species have also been resident or 

transient in these woods. The Site lacks DenntDoU water b o i a , therefore limiting the 

re t̂iUan {^ulatioji to Garter Snjte aid Amcricsn 

Site typically does not lastlong enough to support breediiigctftoadsm spring 

most reptilian, bird and mammalian species muio area do nc4 occupy this habitat 

indefinitely. 

PARTVI: Wl^R IMPACT AND MITIGATION 

Ambient noise level at the project Site was measured by the Applicant's consultant and sensitive 

receptor points were identified in the SDEJS. The sensitive ieceptois, most likely to be 

affected by the noise from the Gateway Center are tto reroute of the No/wwoods 
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• Subdivision immediately east of the Site. Tie distoce between the townhouses and tlw 

retail buildmgs on the eastern side of the Project is about 200 feet 42 feet between the 

townhouses and the Property boundary, and 155 feet between die bonndary and the rear of 

the buildings. 

The construction phase of Gateway Center will have some unavoidable ooise impact on die 

residential subdivision. Some level of n c ^ disturbance bwrticiprfed daring any 

constrocrion project TheSDElS analyzed the noise impact in detail. Applicant wul follow 

•best management practices" m mitigating c(»struction noise at the site. Applicant will 

also: „ . 

Restrict construction activity to daytime hours. 

Complete ground excavation and site preparation for Iliaie I ai)d Phase 0 of constraction 

at die same tune, even though Phase H biuldmgs may be constructed at a lata time. 

Pdenfialsaffce* of noise during 

ewdnated in rJie SDBIS and FE1S. Noise from Uic retail plaza is apected to emanate 

chiefly tram HVAC equipment, traffic mo\TTncntoftrocta,andsr)ow<learmgcquiprncnl 

A study in the parkins tot of a similar retail A^lopnientonTrarijitRjoad.otabujytimcofthe 

year emulated poteattal noise levels from tlwpropcsd Gateway Center parkmga^ 

study indicated that the noise from Gateway (>ntcr(rtcdved at l b Northwaxis 

Subdivision, would be tower than that (>bsm'ed at the anatogousawetopraenL Parking lot 

noiic will be shielded effectively by the desigoed layout of the buildings, Noise 

contributioo from the parking lot will tlmtforc to insignificant 

The Applicant has demonstrated sdenu^allyarKilogicaUytbJt with iiwM)nTddciign and 

configuration of U» Project, iruuanwm noise from the Site am be n^ 

acceptable daytime and nighttime levels. The AppUcant must ensure: 

Trueka will be routed to the stores from Traiisit Road Trucks will witcnttf from Wlliam 

Street driveway. 

Ttao will be no routine large truck traffic beluwl the large ancb^buildiiJga. 

EiuA store wfflluweliinitedlo^ 

can be at the location at any one time. 

DeUveriesv^bccoordmAtedtorc^ 

Rooftop HVAC will be placed as distant as practicable from the abutting residential 

propertta to decrease the effect on sensitive receptor* and be shielded for noise 

abatement, 
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Rooftop HVAC for all stores wiH be procttred as per specifications that guarantees noise 

emission of less than 46 dBA. 

There win be no protniBcntbml components ditt to H^ACuniK 

Noise due to snowplowmg hi the parking lot will be shielded by the two large biddings. In 

the rear access toad, snow-plowing trucks should eitlrc use low-volume, back-up 

alarms during early daytime hours; or strobe tights mheu of back-up alarm. 

Town of Lancaster experiences varying amounts of snowfall each year. Sonwincom^niencc due 

to removal of snow is commonly presumed 

Technical investigation by the Apptfcatrfs coosultaot lias detsoostrated that incvew 

to increased traffic on Wflliara Street and Transit Road,winnc<besigiBtfie«!tfoaworst. 

ease scenario where the development of Gateway Center could cause doubling of trtffic, an 

increase of 3 dBA would occur under lab(iratorye0oditk>w.Cfc«sw 

increase in traffic by 50 percent is considered, there would be a logarithm irwtuc of 1.8 

di3A.Trusioatase\Till be i n s i g n i a 

remain within Noise Level Standards. Therefore, Ae Town does n « find addiuonal noise 

mitigation measures necessary. 

PARTvn-. m m m 
The Applicant will provide a atormwater tnanageineia system whfeh is a ^ ^ to atlemiate 

peak rates of stormwatetflow from the Site equal to that of a l(H)-year post-development 

storm to flow ro greater than 10-year pre-development storm event 

NYSDOT his indicated to the Applicant that prwlevdopment peak discharge rate should be no 

greaUrftan 36 &fj. Applicant must compfy^ 

The Ajmfi^wil l follow bestmaiuuaaert 

The Applicant will finalize design and follow a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, which wilt 

be utilized to allow the use of the Stats Pollution Discharge EUminatioQ System (SPDES) 

pomitlromttorWSDEC.TneApplicMtmu^ 

Transfer and demonstrate conformance of the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan with 

the SPDES General Permit guidelines. 

The detailed storm drainage system for the Site must be mdudpd to site plaiis teleview by the 

Town Engineer, Town Planning Board and Town Board. 

The Town is aware that approximately 40 percent of Uw SUo luu somewhat poorly dnuoed soil 
The soil is deep, has low permeability and slow rua-off and the available water capacity is 
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ntodente to hi^i, tfaos lfmhmg the use of the Site for urbao development Hiswever, whit 

the use of drains around foundations, the seasonal high wata table wul be considerably 

reduced, and grading will help eliminate surface wetness. 

The design water levels for the storrawater management system wiQ be s d to prechjde negative 

drainage conditions upstream of the basinarea. 

TbeslonirwateTmanagemeot^ 

prevent semiring at the basin inlets. In «idiacHi,iksy5tiM will provick extendi detention 

for pollution removal, and discharge to an area in which naiia^piocesseswiUinwide 

father p^lishhtg of te 

Storrawater cotweyanttstnicairew^ 

Apj>ticai)t will perform replarprever^ 

of debris from the catch basin, and pre-lreataart areas, to niimini^ 

stormwaler management system, 

PARTVTIL' UGITONG IMPACT AIM MmOATlON 

like any other large retail shopping center, Gateway Centa can be etj)ected to have b'ghting 

impact on receptors in the vicinity. The SDEISeUbc«tesdw impact from lighting fixtures 

and has been satisfactorily discussed in tba EC. Town has agreed that the Applicant ibould 

to die extent practical* 

Utilize flat lenses oo pole mounts to nunimizo light tpillage onto aujaceot property 

Plant more trees in the landscaped buffer area to the cast to further shield from ligl»t glow. 

Glare from headlights of vehicles and deltveiy trucks approachmgd»au^ stores e j e l u ^ to 

have some impact. The buildings will block nwrtofu^ light from vehicles except where 

the gaps between the buildings occur. The Appbcant should, to the extent practical: 

Erect feiicin^ toccrver tbgaps b e t w e e n b ^ ^ 

from tba eastern boundary line 

Plant conifers with low or ground level branch spread b^lano>caj>aibufler area to 

screen the diffused light 

PARTDC: M f M ^ H Q 

Gateway Center will change the wasting character of th«Site>whichisr^enlJyunocajpted,to. 

high density commercial The Town realizes the importance of protecting the quality of life in 

uhertsidenu*/Jzarietotlwimm«uatccastofAeSite. 
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TheSDHS and FEIS described a buffer zone, 105 feet wide, along the eastern property line. This 

buffer wfll comprise a 60-foot wide existing natural wooded area that wiO remain, and a 

45-foot side landscaped area. The landscaped bofferzoaewiUbeaHBptisdrfconifersto 

screen contrast between the properties. Two species h m been recotnmended by CfflBell 

Cooperative Extension as being disease resistant and appropriate for site conditions: 

Austrian Pine and Douglas Fir. These species have been utilked in the site landscaping 

ptaa to provide the species with good viability. In addition, a rapid growing hybrid willow 

(Austree) is proposed within die landscaped area to provide the intajded screening in the 

earliest possible time. 

The Town's Forestry Department has accepted die landscape plan dated November 1,2001 with 

the conditJoo that 

ute tredine along the eastern edge wifl have a mifimium 30 foot center, and 

number of trees in the landscaped buffer zone be increased. 

The Applicant has agreed to the conditions and vriU provide for the appropriate ipieiag 

and number of trees consistent with the accepted plan. 

The use of herbicides and fertilizers in stabilizing permanent vegetation and maintaining any 

temporary vegetation during construction will be restricted in order to prevent conlamination 

in run-off 

PART* WSESL ' 
The Gateway Center is expected to generate approximate^ between fc50,<HW 

new annual revenues to district taxes and $1400,000 to $3,000,000 in annual iilea taxes. 

Since the Project will draw ftom local labor and service loc^wrt^onaJcurtonim, in additional 

benefit wUl be rcaliwd front the money that is earned aiulspeiitwithm die communis, In 

addition, the lack of demand on community smac^wiU provide an iwlinxtbeocnt to the 

community. 

The Town has determined that reaming of the Site aiid operation of the G a u ^ Center w x ^ 

produce larger net tax benefits as compared to the functionality of the Site under present 

zoning and land use. 

PARTXI: EMP^YMENT 

Conjunction «id oporttion of Gatoway Center ui expected to add approximately 1,400 

employment positions to the region's economy, approximately 350 of which will be 
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fiilltimc positions and approximately 350 win be part-time, a$stnning rail project buitd-out 

and operation. Construction of tbe retail center will involve the generation of approximately 

700 constrwdon jobs. 

Many jobs in the National retail chain stores involve versatile career op boas in many different 

departments of retail business such as assets management, quality assurance, operations, 

logistics, marketing, inenAandizmg etc, Retail catfew create opporturji^ for clerical, 

maintenance and tcchmcalcxpatise.Tbey miry alw 

jobs may be hourly wage jobs, they provide flexibility especially for youth and senior 

citizens. Hourly paid jobs are often advanced to Associate jobs, whkh offer valuable fringe 

benefits including health insurance, bomscj, profit sharing, rrtirancot plans iod other 

benefits. 

The Town of Lancaster recognizes the vatae of these jobs to the eeanr^ 

betterment of personal income, and the benefits to job-seekers. 

PARTX1L' MASTER PLAN 

The Town his considered the envirormental impacts oftbeproposdreronmg and its 

comnalibilJty with the currently frronosedCon)|tfebeiw^ 

dated June 1 W , represent t tocurrert to i^ 

Us neighbors: The ViUigcof Depcwand ViDageof Uncaster. Tbe Plan has been recently 

approved by these two communities and lias received a rccorameodation for approval from 

the Planning Board of the Town of Lancaster, 

The Comprehensive Plan recognizes the gro\vthimd development in the Town as posttivo 

influences and helps identify areas of opportunity for continued rcviulixalion of the 

community. The Plan alio promotes an appropriate level of mix of industrial, commercial, 

residential, recreational and open space land use. 

Tlw Property m question a kicated a i o ^ 

Comprehensive Plan, as a regkmal corridor fwooouaerw Tbe State ofNew York had 

recently undertaken a major project to vndenTransk Road fic«twl«u» to five lanea, 

adjacent west of the Property, to accommodate and manage vehicular traffic and 

commercial development along Transit Road. The widening of Transit Road between 

Droadway said French Road as a regional conidor for commercial and business 

development has been supported by tbe Town of Lancaster, Village of Lancaster, Town of 
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Chedctowaga, Town of West Seneca and Village of Depew. 

The Town finds that the Project meets the land use arjo'diraensicmal criteria, and the objective of 

the regional commercial corridor, and therefore is mojtnpIlaiTO with t teRqpot^ 

Comprehensive Plan. 

PARTXffl: AI.TWATIVBS 

In accordance with SEQRA Regulations, the SDEIS contaioed discussion of alternatives to ibe 

requested reaming. 

Alternatives considered included the "No-Action Alternative'1 including a "no-build" scenario and 

a "as-of-right" alterative vritto^ 

layout and design. 

The Town finds that these alternatives prohibit the c»ptimumuso()flaQd due to ecological or 

economic constratnls. 

The As-of-Right alternative could result in use of the Property for vehicle retail, repair and 

. tervicMg fa t t i e s , ctftnolelsan^ 

be more damaging to the eoviitmmeat and less r^roGuble to the locaJccoowny. Threat of 

spi llage or leakage of fuel or chemicals would be far greater, while also creating more 

no i sMr poUution and traffic i ^ 

and more numeroua parcels, which a n uuse greater tn^cbawrd because of multiple curb 

cuts and lack of access management 

The Town finds that the Applicant has demonstrated an ability and willingness to conduct 

activities in an environmentally sensitive manner, meeting the standards imposed by 

, Federal, State and Local involved or interested agencies. 

The configuration of the sits, proximity to related shopping opportunities, relatively moderate 

environmental impacts, availability or public infrastructure to service the site wen not 

available at the alternative sites considered. 

Accordingly, the Town is satisfied that tho applicant has adequately shown that the alternatives to 

re-zoning at the proposed Site are not feasible in light of the overall objectives of the 

project sponsor and the Town. 

PARTXIV; M ? » l r W S < W S 

In the Petition to rezonc, the Applicant incorporated a number oftnmuwes that wouUmitisata or 

cUraiujUothcsigTuTicantardpo^^ 
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development of Gateway Center. These mitigation measures are presented in Section 6 of 

the SDHS and throughout die FETS. They are summarized below. 

Exterior lighting will be arranged such that adjacent prcferry on tlw eastern side wiU be pfotccted 

from glare or light intrusion. Flat lenses will be used to prevent bubble glow were 

necessftiy. 

Traffic congestion along Transit Road and William Street wUl be mitigated to the extent the 

exJstmgle^ofseivtecanberMmf^^ 

measures slated in Paragraphs 28 and 29 of this Findings Statement 

The Applicant will mitigate impact* to wetlimdi on site by c^ungrcplacmentwedandi off-site 

andpresentigabj^quatitywoottaarw^ 

coopenrtrvr plan with D u t a U r J i m i ^ 

mitigation plan. The NYSDF.C will be required to issue Water Quality Certification during 

the USACOB's permit approval process. 

Some soil erosion win* occur dartog cotu^rtioo as a result of dearing, grubbing, gnwfang, 

excavating tod other eartlnmovtng operau'oas.SdinKnt loading to surface waters will be 

mmirdzed by eonvennonal temporary and r)crnumaderc«ion and acdimeot control 

measures (eg. tilt fences and hay bales, rip-rap lined channels, and sedimentation basins 

etc.) during construction. Permanent draiwge swales and icbu^uionbasm will be used to 

reduce se<ummt after construct'^ 

construction sequencing. These nKasurcscoupId with Uttrelauvely flat topography of the 

site, should adequately mitigate impacts from sedimentation and erosion. The Applicant 

wU be responsible fwmaiittenoiKC,^ 

anderosi«icontndfeamrespc«t*coristiuctioa Any imdeveloped but undisturbed areas 

must be seeded and maintained with a successful vegctati veeover. 

Building foundation will not be laid onbodVoclc, which has been showti by s c v « installation, 

work on Transit Road to be 10 feet below surface. Site specific eaitii borings ruwe been 

made on the site to assess subsurface geotechnical conditions for foundation design. The 

borings confirmed that bedrock should not be ew^terddurtog site construed^ 

Therefore, no impact to bedrock should occur. 

Best management practices, such as conventional air emission control devices, will be used for 

construction equipment, to nururnuc impact to the existing air quality. Site preparation and 

Other construction activities can be expected to generate fugitive dust Applicant must 

control fugitive dust by mmiraizing area of exposure, spraying water during dry amotions 
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and opcTatmgcoiisiruction vehicles al 

of the Project l i e 60 foot wide treed-bufier will help fitter suspended particulate matter 

from the project ate. At the operational phase, some potato* frtmtcojmmTteT and 

mamleoance vehicles is inevitable, though not significant Opeta&iadafr quality 

impairment cannot reasonably be expected to be stgntfk^ to commteratictt of conditions 

at similar type and scale of development. 

The 1 05-foot buffer at the eastern property line wO help rru^gale visual, acsth^c aid h'̂ ht 

impacts to die residents at the Northwoods Subdivision. Additional plantings will be 

plotted fa the 45«foot wide laiKbiap^ 

for the buffer are stated in Paragraphs 54 and 55 of this Findings Statement 

Noise impact to the residential subdivision to the east of the Project must be minimirrd as per 

measures stated in Paragraph 43. 

Cultural Resource Irrvesrigatkm cm the Site ^ 

structures on and around the Site are exdtKJcd from tbe State or National Register of 

Historic Places, Location of the She in relation to Slate Bc4tomaixi (^ga Creeks renders 

it potetmillyaTchaeologic% sensitive. Plw^ 

wetlands and prcvioosly disturbed shea, however, did r>ot Identify am/cultural material. 

The results were conveyed to the Office of Parks, Recreauoo and Historic Preservation 

(OPRHP) in August 2WH.OPRHP concurred u ^ • 

resources in or eligible for inclusion in the State and National Registers of Historic Places. 

Review of the State's sensitivity mapping indicates the proposed mitigation site located 

near the interjection of Broadway and SlcmWdt Road bvi«lJwitsi(leofany mapped areas 

of sewiuvity. This independent r e v i w ^ 

comprehensive cultural resources investigation of the site. Tbe request to provide additional 

iniorraationrcganiirujt^ 

poor description of the project locau'oa 

Toe eight foot Wjgh stockade fences construct bctvwiu^c gaps bu^buiWmrjsalcjng the 

eastern property hue wtU help ameliorate the visual impact of u^Ughdngajad contrast of 

the commerciol building. 

. PAJUXV: g p N C t y g l f f l 

11)0 process undertaken by tbe Town to review the Gateway Center Project has provided a mews 

for agencies, the project sponsors, and tbe public to systematically consider significant adverse 
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eavironmentel impacts, alternatives nndmiDgatioa. The process has allowed the wag ing of 

social, economic and environmental factors earfy in the planning and decision-oiakmg process. 

A dfrect social benefit of the retail development would be the added convenience to consumers 

from ao^actnt residential coir^ 

traffic routes, they will betable to avail themselves to the goods and service* offered by Nau'mal 

Retail vendors, in their own neighborhoods. Collectively, Wegman's Pood Market, Flix Theater, 

restanrants, a gas station, and Eckerd's drag store in t t e d i r t t t v k ^ of tl* Gateway 

wiD be able to cater to most retail, food, entertammentarKlldsun^tmjedemandjofUielcical 

community. 

The Town of Lancaster, with a population of approximately 35,000 people, presently does not 

have iiny ditcomt retail deputjnerj stores within the Toftu Tremendous local support for the 

project has been expressed in fcvor of such a devdopmentasirjdicat^bytheaprwximatdy 

4,000 signatures presented on various petitions and nunTenxiak4lers of support < m t t e p ^ 

years. Thisstrpporttodcatesmencdandteire^^ 

Town of Lancaster. The ncarat similar store ti an older K-MartintbeTownofCheektowaga, 

which may face closure in light of the recent bankruptcy filing by K-Mart 

Typically, the primary local source of tax revenue frcm\ibert^o«drjprnerd will be firon 

property taxes, As compared to annual tax revenue of 535,400 from small laad parcels presently 

occupying the land under CMS and Rl sarong, the retail development Is expected to generato 

between $350,000 to $500,000 In property taxes, upon r e i e ^ t t o o n t o «umGB.Tnis 

estimate is based upon the approximately 250,000 to 300,000 square footage thai is proposed for 

construction. The Town of Lancaster and Erie CoiimywiU also derrw$U00,(H» to »,W»,<»0 

annually to Mtetoxes Tram UwrcUU^ 

retail), IDA tax breaks would not apply, thus avoiding thedflutiwoftheecoMmlcbeiiefit. 

A leading benefit of the project is to induce ccc«wuo impetus that U much neco^ui a 

commumty where residential e x p ^ i w is 

mdustrial development and to s a t ^ 
draft Coroprchcnsivc Plan also recognizes the advantages of growth in the Town in the following 

statements; 
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• growth and development cm be voy positive influences, 

• r^rottwteanarjprormatelevdandn^ 

open space land oses, and 

• identify afeasof.opporna%for continued revitalfcatfonoftlfccomnmnity. 

The Town of Lancaster sod Villages of Lancaster and Depcw have been to tlw process of 

updating their Master Plani for stveral years, it^tmBintkcum^dxaftof"ACoajptehcnsivc 

Plan** dated lone 1999 by Peter I. Smith & Company, Inc. and The Snratoga Associates. ThU 

Regiona! Comprchensrvc Plan for the Town of Lancaster, Village of Lancaster and Village of 

Depew celebrates the interdependence of the communities, presents a shared vision for their 

roture, and encouragesa cooperative approach to achievmgcoosnnmh^ land use, development 

.and transportation goals. This Comprehensive Plan has reoerdly been approved by the Villages of 

Lancaster and Depew and received a rccommerkUtion ft* approval frwn the T o w ^ 

Planning Board. 

The Regional Comprcbemive Plan dgvckydbyuSeT(?wnofIjmautg,VillagoofUiKastCTa^ 

Village of Depew to Septobcr 1999 alio r e o o n v ^ ^ 

comme^al route with adequate depth to acc«mn«lateconuMrciaI development to serve 

regional needs. The devdopment of the Gateway Center iijurtooenithippUatioo of ihiapUn. 

MouScr direct economic impact of UheGatmvay Center vvould be on U i c F l i x t h ^ 

project site on Willitta Street As the Gateway Center bufldj out tl»i>otential to sliared 

customers through greater exposure may tocreoobuiiDcisfOTUwccmplexBustoeaiiilowfor 

the W x theater at present, as it is difficult to wo)pctowiuioaKu-roo\iethoalfirchauii which are 

supported by major commercial development in their vicinity. 

Similarly, sales at Wegmans Pood Market jwrosalhmtte site on Tramit Road are also 

to improve due to the development of GatewajfCerUcf.Tb^Grte^ay Center wUI provide n w o 

exposure to the neighboring businesses and attract more people more frequently. This wiU lead to 

increased sales caused by the economic multiplier effeaassceiatcdwith commercial 

development. The success of a large commercial complex amidst residential neighborhoods will 

help the Town of Lancaster realize its goal to balance its residential growth with commercial 
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growth and achieve a symbiotic relationship between the two. 

The weighing and balancing of environmental impacts against social, economic and other 

considerations has included a range of issues touching aD the relative physical conditions of the 

siteasweUastbeexistmgconimorrityOTnrighb The concentrated study of 

wetlands, traffic, stormwafer drainage, noise, air quality, and cultural resources have found that 

some impacts will be unavoidable, but through significant efforts to avoid, minimize or mitigate 

mtpaeti lurvenKidetated uSose impacts 

project, allows the Town to approve the project 

P a g e - 3 8 0 . 2 0 ^ 



CEROTCATrONOFHNDINGS TO APPROVE 

Having considered the Supplement Draft and Fnal HS, aod having considered die preceding 

written facte and conclusions relied upon to meet Ibe requirements of 6 N.Y.C.R.R 617. i l , this 

Statement of Findings certifies that 

The requirements of 6 RY.C.R.R Part 61? have been met 

Consistent with the social, economic and other essential.comideratjons fitnt among the 

reasonable- alternatives available, the action is one which avoids or mrmnuas advene 

environmental effects to the maximum extent practicable, and that adverse environmental 

impacts will be avoided OT ntraitnkod by incorporating as conditions to the decision those 

midgativcnieastifKwWchwereiaVat^ 

TOWNOPWCASTgRTQWKBPARP 

ftobtct H, filn 
StaMtoiofRttpocifbleOflUUI NiiMofRapoiuttfeOAeU 

Superv isor A p r i l 1 2 , 2002 

TrtfcirfRaipoMUa Officii! Data 

21 Ccnh-al Avenue, LancASter, New York 14086 

Adto»ofAgtney 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY SUPERVISOR GIZA, WHO MOVED ITS 
ADOPTION, SECONDED BY COUNCfL 
MEMBER RUFFINO, TO WIT: 

RESOLVED, that the following Audited Claims be and are hereby ordered paid from 

their respective accounts as per abstract to be filed in the Office of the Town Clerk by the Director 

of Administration and Finance, to wit: 

Claim No. 13911 to Claim No. 14209 Inclusive 

Total amount hereby authorized to be paid: $1,050,131.63 

The question of the foregoing resolution was duly put to a vote on roll cull which 
resulted as follows: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPN1AK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6,2002 

File: Kciaims 
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THE FOLLOWING RESOLUTION WAS OFFERED 
BY COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK, WHO 
MOVED ITS ADOPriON, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO. TO WIT: 

RESOLVED that the following Building Permit Applications be and are 

hereby reaffirmed: 

CODES: 

(SVV) = Sidewalks as required by Chapier 12-1B. of the Code of the Town Lancaster arc 
waived for this permit. 

(CSW) = Conditional sidewalk waiver. 

(V/L) a Village of Lancaster 

TABLED PERMIT! 

Pmt# 

8711 

Applicant Name 

Voicestream Wireless 

NEW PERMITS: 

8973 

8974 

8975 

8976 

8977 

8978 

8979 

8980 

8981 

8982 

8983 

8984 

8985 

8986 

8987 

8988 

8989 

8990 

8991 

8992 

8993 

8994 

8995 

8996 

8997 

8998 

8999 

9000 

Buffalo Pools Inc 

Duro-Shed Inc 

Iroquois Fence Co 

Niagara Construction 

Ryan Homes Inc 

Mochol, Kenneth 

Oalante, Pietro 

Regan, J Michael 

Tamsett, David 

Anthon, William 

Anthon, William 

Mitolu, Patrick 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Majestic Pools Ine 

Delzer, Kevin 

Sun Enterprises 

Buffalo Pools Inc 

Walters, Eric 

Rich Pools Inc 

Duro-Shed Inc 

Dunford, Thomas 

Czamecki, Helen, et al 

Benzel, Robert 

WFB Enterprises Inc 

Davis, Karen 

Murphy, Timothy 

Coffey, Brian 

Benson, Kenneth 

Address 

0 Penora St 

127 Sixth Ave 

7 Whitestonc Ln 

395 Seneca PI 

4 Arrow Trl 

32 Crcckwood Dr 

5809 Broadway 

37 Hill Valley Dr 

70 Pleasant Ave 

20 Village View 

37 Quail Run Ln 

37 Quail Run Ln 

5 Village View 

25 Michael's Walk 

25 Michael's Walk 

76 Pleasant Ave 

57 Williamsburg Ln 

4 Westbury Ln 

I Via Tripodi 

21 Sugarbush Ln 

20 Farmview Ct 

16 Pctcrsbrook Cir 

0 Commerce Pkwy 

28 Lombardy St 

26 Redlein Dr 

13 Kurtz Ave 

478 Lake Ave 

63 Village View 

124 Pavement Rd 

Structure 

Er. Com. Tower 

Er. Pool-Abv Gmd (V/L) 

Er, Shed 

Br. Fence 

Er. Res. Add. 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Sign 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Garage 

Er. Shed 

Er. PooNAbv Gmd 

Er. Deck 

Er. Res. Add. 

Er. Fence 

Or. Pool-In Gmd 

Er. Garage 

Er. Shed 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd 

Er. Deck 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd 

Er. Shed 

Er. Fence 

Er. Comm. Bldg. 

Er. Fence 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Shed 

Er. Shed 

Er. Shed 

Er. Shed 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 
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9001 

9002 

9003 

9004 

9005 

9006 

9007 

9008 

9009 

9010 

9011 

9012 

9013 

9014 

9015 

9016 

9017 

9018 

9019 

9020 

9021 

9022 

9023 

9024 

9025 

9026 

9027 

9028 

9029 

9030 

9031 

9032 

9033 

9034 

9035 

9036 

9037 

9038 

9039 

9040 

9041 

9042 

9043 

9044 

Albert V Randaccio 

Schmitt's Garage Inc 

Premier Fence Co 

J Gun Enterprises Inc 

Crocker, Donald 

Coffelt, Dana 

Oneida Concrete 

Ryan Homes Inc 

Smith, Ronald 

Sun Enterprises Inc 

Colley's Pool Sales 

Col ley's Pools Sales 

Surmai Construction 

Wheatley, Wayne 

Adolf, John 

Kaczmarek, Glenn 

Hupcman Enterprises 

Rich Pools Inc 

Sun Enterprises 

Cornerstone General 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Gram, Duryl 

Buffalo Pools Inc 

Duro-Shcd Inc 

Forbes Homes 

John Kroll 

Powell, Donald 

Iroquois Fence Co 

Bykowicz, Michael 

KCM Custom Built 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Essex Homes of WNY 

Lovejoy Builders Inc 

Kidder, Thomas 

Barden Homes 

Dura-Shed Inc 

Albert V Randaccio 

Donato Developers 

Donato Developers 

Duro-Shed Inc 

Capretto Enterprises Inc 

Marrano/Marc Equity 

10 Buckingham Ct 

5255 Genesee St 

5994 Genesee St 

83 Heritage Dr 

8 Overton Cl 

3 Clermont Ct 

48 Rehm Rd 

12 Creekwood Dr 

191N Maple Dr 

6 Northbrook Ct 

24 Hillside Pky 

24 Hillside Pky 

l!6SPenoraSt 

37 Westwood Rd 

68 Stony Rd 

70 Banner Ave 

10 Elm PI 

399 Seneca PI 

0 Wyandoue St 

69 Southwest Pky 

35N Aurora St 

15 Ryan St 

41 Irwin wood Rd 

25 Woodgate Dr 

226 Pavement Rd 

8 Willow Ridge Ct 

116 Stcmfckit Rd 

5764 Broadway 

2099 Como Park Blvd 

13 Apple Blossom Blvd 

53 Stony Brook Dr 

53 Stony Brook Dr 

112 Michael's Walk 

14 Fox Trace 

1 Ann Marie Dr 

27 Hemlock Ln 

114 Peppermint Rd 

27 Apple Blossom Blvd 

29 Windcroft Ln 

28 Hunters Dr 

197 Nathan's Trl 

12 Hampton Ct 

17 Hunters Dr 

26 Cedar Brook Dr 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Comm. Bldg. 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd 

Er. Deck 

Er. Deck 

Er. Fence 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Fence 

Er. Shed 

Er. Pool-In Grnd 

Er. Fence 

Er, Garage 

Er, Gazebo 

Er. Garage 

Er. Fence 

Er. Res. Add. 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd 

Er. Shed 

Er.Deck 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd (V/L) 

Er.Deck 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd (V/L) 

Er. Shed 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er, Fence 

Er. Overhang 

Er. Fence 

Dem. Garage 

Er. Shed 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-In Gmd 

Er. Pool-In Grnd 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Deck 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Shed 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Dwlg.-Sm. 

Er. Shed 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

(V/L) 
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9045 

9046 

9047 

9048 

9049 

9050 

9051 

9052 

9053 

9054 

9055 

9056 

9057 

9058 

9059 

9060 

9061 

9062 

9063 

9064 

9065 

9066 

9067 

9068 

9069 

9070 

9071 

9072 

9073 

9074 

9075 

9076 

9077 

9078 

9079 

9080 

9081 

9082 

9083 

9084 

9085 

9086 

9087 

9088 

Duro-Shed Inc 

Marzec Construction 

Marzcc Construction 

A-Z Variety Home 

Armor Fence Co 

Kostorowski, Ronald 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Marrano/Marc Equity In 

Patio Enclosures 

Transil-Rehm Associates 

Royaltty Fence 

Iroquois Fence 

Iroquois Fence 

Rozler, Susan 

Buffalo Pools Inc 

Steams, Joseph 

Fisgus, John 

PCB Piezotronics 

Bccbc Construction 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Majestic Pools Inc 

New Dimensions 

Premier Fence Co 

Slivan Constuetton 

All Craft Inc 

Erny, Ernest 

Albert V Randaccio 

Albert V Randaccio 

Rich Pools Inc 

Vickard Pools 

Chameleon Pools 

Chameleon Pools 

Gckas, Timothy 

Sniadecki, Joseph 

J Gun Enterprises Inc 

Buffalo Pools 

Luh, John 

D M U Fence 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Majestic Pools Inc 

Chase, Karen 

Design Works LLC 

MacKay, Christine 

144 Sicbcrt Rd 

7IS Irwinwood Rd 

7 IS Irwin wood Rd 

101 Brunck Rd 

22 Stony Brook Dr 

464 Pleasant View Dr 

77 Michael's Walk 

77 Michael's Walk 

47 Hill Valley Dr 

e^Tftmsirfd 

SITrentwoodTrlN 

18 Stream View Ln 

Er. Shed 

Dem. Garage 

Er. Garage 

Er. Deck 

Er. Fence 

Er. Deck 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-In Grnd 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Res. Add. 

Er. Comm. Add. 

Er. Fence 

Er. Fence 

271 Enchanted Forest N Er. Fence 

3758 Bowen Rd 

88 Central Ave 

933 Ransom Rd 

50TrentwoodTrlN 

Hinchey Ave 

21 Reldstone Ln 

466 Harris Hill Rd 

466 Hams Hill Rd 

2072 Como Park Blvd 

10 Ricmers Ave 

52 Albert Dr 

49BemleyCir 

4 Sherwood Rd 

5 Buckingham Ct 

4 Buckingham Ct 

72 Freeman Dr 

20 Vandcnberg Ave 

8 Overton Q 

8 Overton Ct 

5098 William St 

62 Brady Ave 

1363 Ransom Rd 

6 Wcstbury Ln 

7 Mount View PI 

5 Wcstbury Ln 

19 Katelyn Ln 

19 Katelyn Ln 

47 Hillside Pky 

6337 Transit Rd 

34 Fairfield Ave 

Er. Fence 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd (V/L) 

Er.Sign 

Er. Deck 

Inst. Tank 

Br. Deck 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-In Gmd 

Er. Deck Roof 

Er. Fence 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

Er.Pool-AbvGmd (V/L) 

Br. Res, Add. 

Er. Fence 

Er. Dwlg,-Stn. 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er, Pool*Abv Gmd 

(V/L) 

Er.Pool-AbvGmd (V/L) 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-In Gmd 

Er.Shed 

Er. Fence 

Er, Pool-Abv Gmd 

Er. Pool-Abv Gmd 

Er. Fireplace 

Er. Fence 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-In Gmd 

Er. Fence 

Er. Sign 

Er. Deck 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

Page -384-



9089 

9090 

9091 

9092 

9093 

9094 

9095 

9097 

9098 

9099 

9100 

9101 

9102 

9103 

9104 

9105 

Ray Dion 

Karas, Joseph 

City Fence fnc 

Colley's Pool Sales 

Colley's Pool Sales 

Campanclla, Michael 

Aquino, John 

Marrano/Marc Equity 

Johnson, Richard 

Gee, Mark 

Premier Fence Co 

Buscaglia, Steven 

Duro-Shed Inc 

City Fence Inc 

Duro-Shed Inc 

Duro-Shed Inc 

1204PenoraSt 

53 Bcntlcy Cir 

48 Gale Dr 

166 Central Ave 

166 Central Ave 

6397 Genesee St 

9 Park Walk 

lSSummerfieldDr 

156 Sixth Ave 

14 Erie St 

726 Ransom Rd 

49 Michael Anthony Ln 

44 Woodgate Dr 

44 Woodgate Dr 

0 Genesee St 

144 Nathan's Trl 

Er. Deck 

Er. Shed 

Er. Fence 

Er. Fence 

Er. Pool-In Grnd 

Er. Pool-Abv Grnd 

Er. Deck 

Er. Dwlg.-Sin. 

Er. Deck 

Er. Res. Add. 

Er. Fence 

Er. Deck 

Er. Shed 

Er. Fence 

Er. Shed 

Er, Shed 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

(V/L) 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Building Permit Applications herein coded (SW) for 

sidewalk waiver be and are hereby reafnrmed with a waiver of the Town Ordinance requirement 

for sidewalks, and 

BE IT FURTHER 

RESOLVED, that the Building Permit Applications herein coded (CSW) for 

conditional sidewalk waiver be and are hereby rcaffirmed with a waiver of the Town Ordinance 

required for sidewalks, however, the waiver is granted upon the expressed condition that the 

Town of Lancaster, at any future date, reserves the right to order sidewalk installation at the 

expense of the property owner. 

The question of the adoption of the following resolution was duly put to a vote on 

roll call which resulted as follows 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPN1AK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

May 6, 2002 

Fi!e:Rb!dg2 
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COMMUNICATIONS & REPORTS: 

504. Highway Superintendent to Planning Board Chairman -
Notice of approval from the Highway Department for the site plan for The Garden Place 
Hotel. DISPOSITION s Planning Committee 

505. Highway Superintendent to Planning Board Chairman -
Notice of approval from the Highway Department for the site plan for Electrosynthcsis. 
72 Ward Road. DISPOSITION = Planning Committee 

506. Forcstvicw Restaurant to Town Clerk -
Advisement of renewal of liquor license. DISPOSITION « Town Attorney 

507. Daniel Beutter to Planning Boand -
Concerns and comments regarding the proposed Williamfi*ransit retail center. 
DISPOSITION s Planning Committee 

508. Zoning Board of Appeals Chairman to Supervisor • 
Recommendation for new signage and improved police patrols on Edward Street to 
mitigate potential increase in traffic caused by proposed Tim Horton's Coffee and 
Baked Goods Restaurant. DISPOSITION a Planning Committee 

509. Genera) Crew Chief to Planning Board Chairman, Planning Board Members, Council 
Members Montour, Ruffino. & Sicmpniak • 

Notice of approval from the Town Forestry Department for the site plan of 
Electrosynthesis and The Garden Place Hotel and no recommendation for Wcrhlc 
Commons due to lack of landscape plan submission. DISPOSITION = Planning 
Committee 

510. Paul H. Przybysz to Town Board -
Comments and recommendations regarding the NEC Transit Rond and William Street 
development. DISPOSITION • Planning Committee 

511. Erie County Department of Environment and Planning to Town Attorney • 
Notice of Lead Agency Designation to the Town of Lancaster regarding Tops Markets 
Fuel Station. Comments noted. DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

512. Eric County Department of Environment and Planning to Town Attorney • 
Notice of Lead Agency Designation to the Town of Lancaster regarding Tim Horton's 
Coffee and Baked Goods Restaurant. Comments noted. DISPOSITION a Received and 
Filed 

51X Town of Cheektowaga to Town Clerk -
Notification of solicitation for lead agency status for proposed gas station, convenient 
store and carwash at 5050 - 5100 Genesee Street. DISPOSITION - Received and Filed 

514. Town Clerk, Town of Pembroke to Town Board • 
Transmittal of resolution objecting to the relocation of Williamsville Toll Barrier. 
DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

515. Christina Smith to Town Clerk • 
Letter regarding need for sidewalks along Rehm Road. DISPOSITION » Sidewalks & 
Curbs Committee 

516. Village of Lancaster to Town Board -
Transmittal of Official Organizational Meeting Minutes of April 8, 2002. 
DISPOSITION a Received and Filed 

517. Village of Lancaster to Town Board -
Transmittal of Official Meeting Minutes of April 8,2002. DISPOSITION = Received 
and Filed 
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518. Planning Board Chairman to Planning Board Members, Town Board, Town Engineer, 
Deputy Town Attorney, Building Inspector -

Draft copy of Planning Board minutes of meeting held April 17,2002. 
DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

519. Town Clerk to Zoning Board Members, Building Inspector. Deputy Town Attorney -
Transmittal of legal notice of a Public Hearing to be held on May 9,2002 regarding the 
variance petitions of 660 Hall Road, 31 Traceway, 4807 William Street, and N.E. comer 
of Transit Road and William Street. DISPOSITION a Received and Filed 

520. Safety Director to Town Board -
Minutes of Safety Committee meeting of April 17,2002. DISPOSITION = Received 
and Filed 

521. Planning Board To Town Board -
Recommendation to approve site plan for Electrosynthesis, 72 Ward Road. 
DISPOSITION a Received and Filed 

522. Chris T. Brunea, Attorney at Law to Supervisor -
Request resolution by Town Board prohibiting deer hunting west of Harris Hill Road 
and west of Central Avenue within the Town. DISPOSITION a Received and Filed 

523. Concerned Parents of Pinetree Farms to Town Board • 
Request for a stop sign at intersection of Hemlock Lane and Curdinal Court. 
DISPOSITION « Safety Committee 

524. Erie County Legislator David Date to Legislature Chairman Albert DeBenedetti -
Comments and concerns regarding the extra 1 % sales tax. DISPOSITION = Received 
and Filed 

525. Town Line Fire Department to Town Board -
Invitation to46th annual "Community" Memorial Day Service to be held May 27.2002. 
DISPOSmON = Received and Filed 

526. Kathleen Macko to Town Board • 
Letter of resignation effective May 11,2002. DISPOSITION a Received and Filed 

527. Lancaster Area Chamber of Commerce to Town Board« 
Update of Broadway reconstruction progress. DISPOSITION a Received and Filed 

528. Town Attorney to Town Board. Planning Board, Town Clerk. Building Inspector, Town 
Engineer-

Notice of SEQR meeting, May 6,2002 at 6:30 PM regarding the site plan applications 
of The Garden Place Hotel, Electrosynthesis, SBA Properties, Inc.; the scoping session 
of Wehrle Commons, and the reopening of the review of Fairway Hills Subdivision. 
DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

529. Town Clerk to Various News Media • 
Notice to media of SEQR MRC meeting, May 6, 2002 at 6:30 PM regarding The 
Garden Place Hotel, Electrosynthesis, SBA Properties, Inc., Wehrle Commons, and 
Fairway Hills Subdivision. DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

530. The National Arbor Day Foundation to Supervisor -
Advisement of the Town being named as a 2001 Tree City USA. DISPOSITION = 
Received and Filed 

531. Chief of Police to Planning Board Chairman -
Notice of approval from Police Department for the revised site plan for Tim Horton's 
Coffee and Baked Goods Restaurant. DISPOSITION = Planning Committee 

532. NYSEG to Town Board -
Street lighting proposal for Town Center on Pavement Road. DISPOSITION = 
Resolution 5/6/02 
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533. Town Engineer to Town Board -
Letteradvisingof changcordcrforworkon library doors. DISPOSITION = Resolution 
5/6/02 

534. Fox & Company LLP to Director of Administration & Finance -
Notice of filing of New York State Annual Financial Report Update Document for the 
Year Ended December 31,2001. DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

535. NYS Department of Environmental Conservation to Interested Parties -
Recognition of 30th anniversary of New York State's Clean Water Act. 
DISPOSITION s Received and Filed 

536. Town Engineer to Town Board -
Recommends acceptance of Walnut Creek Subdivsion Phase II, Part 4 Public 
Improvements; Permits No. 551, pavement and curb; No. 547, storm sewer; No. 550, 
water line. DISPOSITION a Resolution 5/6702 

537. NYS Department of Environmental Conservation to Town of Cheektowaga -
Notification of Lead Agency Designation to the Town of Cheektowaga regarding the 
rezone petition 5050-5100 Genesee Street. Comments noted. DISPOSITION * 
Received and Filed 

538. General Crew Chief to Supervisor -
Request resolution for appointment of seasonal employees. DISPOSITION « 
Resolution 5/6/02 

539. Shawn P. Browne to Zoning Board of Appeals -
Recommendation to deny permit for a 6 foot stockade fence at 4 Trentwood Trail. 
DISPOSITION » Town Attorney 

540. Mr. & Mrs. Shawn P. Browne and Mr. & Mrs. Shawn Masterson to Zoning Board of 
Appeals -

Recommendation to deny permit for a 6 foot stockade fence at 4 Trentwood Trail. 
DISPOSITION = Town Attorney 

541. Planning Board to Town Board -
Recommendation to approve site plan for The Garden Place Hotel, 6615 Transit Road. 
DISPOSITION « Resolution 5/6702 

542. Planning Board to Town Board • 
Recommendation to approve revised site plan for Tim Horton's Coffee & Baked Goods 
Restaurant. 3600 Walden Avenue with conditions. DISPOSITION = Resolution 5/6702 

543. Planning Board Chairman to Planning Board Members, Town Board, Town Engineer, 
Deputy Town Attorney, Building Inspector -

Draft copy of Planning Board minutes of meeting held May 1,2002. DISPOSITION 
-Received and Filed 

544. NYS DOT to Town Attorney -
Review of revised site plan for Tim Horton's Coffee and Baked Goods Restaurant with 
comments. DISPOSITION a Resolution 5/6702 

545. Town Clerk to Town Board -
Copy of third settlement payment to Erie County for 2002 County/Town tax warrant. 
DISPOSITION = Received and Filed 

546. Roy H. Schneggenburger to Captain Leon Treewieczynski -
Comments regarding FOIL requests of April 24,2002. DISPOSITION = Received and 
Filed 
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ADJOURNMENT: 

ON MOTION OF COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK AND SECONDED BY 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFING, ON ROLL CALL, WHICH RESULTED AS FOLLOWS: 

COUNCIL MEMBER MONTOUR VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER RUFFINO VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER STEMPNIAK VOTED YES 

COUNCIL MEMBER ZARBO VOTED YES 

SUPERVISOR GIZA VOTED YES 

The meeting was adjourned at 10:35 P.M. 

Johanna M. Coleman, Town Clerk 
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